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About ASER

e The Annual Status of Education Report (ASER) is a

> T :
nationwide citizen-led household survey that provides a
snapshot of children's schooling and learning in rural India.

“ The first ASER was conducted in 2005 and repeated
annually for ten years. In 2016, ASER shifted to an alternate-
year cycle in which the 'basic' nationwide ASER alternated
with a smaller survey (1-2 districts per state) focusing on
I" : other age groups and dimensions of learning. ASER 2017
reported on the activities, abilities, and aspirations of youth
aged 14-18, and ASER 2023 returned to this age group,
with the addition of a new dimension of digital literacy.
ASER 2019 explored cognitive, early language, and early
numeracy skills among young children aged 4-8. ASER
returned to its 'basic' nationwide format in 2024, reaching

almost all rural districts of India.

The survey generated district, state, and national level
estimates of children's enrollment status and their basic
reading and arithmetic skills. Information about enrollment
in school or pre-school was collected for all children aged 3-
16, and children aged 5-16 were tested one-on-one to
understand their reading and arithmetic levels. Additionally,
older children aged 14-16 were asked questions about their
digital access and usage, and were administered a set of
smartphone-based tasks to gauge their digital abilities.

. & h 29 States and UTs

‘b’ 605 Districts

/\ .
ﬁi@ﬁ(ﬁ 17,997 Villages

)
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They reached the remotest villages of India

A total of 641 organisations conducted the ASER 2024 survey across 605 districts. A total of 25,557 volunteers from these

organisations participated in the survey.

Andhra Pradesh

Center for Community Engagement, Apollo University,
Chittoor

District Institute of Education and Training, Anantapur
District Institute of Education and Training, East Godavari
District Institute of Education and Training, Krishna
District Institute of Education and Training, Kurnool
District Institute of Education and Training, Prakasam
District Institute of Education and Training, Srikakulam

District Institute of Education and Training, Sri Potti Sriramulu
Nellore

District Institute of Education and Training, Visakhapatnam
District Institute of Education and Training, Vizianagaram
District Institute of Education and Training, West Godavari
District Institute of Education and Training, YSR Kadapa
Government College for Women (Autonomous), Srikakulam
Government Sanskrit College, Vizianagaram

School of Law & Management, Vignan's Foundation for
Science, Technology and Research, Guntur

SKR & SKR Government College for Women (Autonomous),
YSR Kadapa

Arunachal Pradesh

Arunachal University of Studies, Namsai

District Institute of Education and Training, Anjaw
District Institute of Education and Training, Changlang
District Institute of Education and Training, Pasighat, East
Siang

District Institute of Education and Training, Roing, Lower
Dibang Valley

District Institute of Education and Training, Yachuli, Lower
Subansiri

District Institute of Education and Training, Khonsa, Tirap

District Institute of Education and Training, Daporijo, Upper
Subansiri

District Institute of Education and Training, Dirang, West
Kameng

District Institute of Education and Training, Kamki, West
Siang

Hills College of Teacher Education, Lekhi, Papum Pare
Local Volunteers of East Kameng

Assam
Baksa Degree College, Baganpara, Baksa
Bengtol College, Chirang

Department of Communication and Journalism, Gauhati
University, Kamrup

District Institute of Education and Training, Bongaigaon
District Institute of Education and Training, Cachar
District Institute of Education and Training, Darrang
District Institute of Education and Training, Dhemaji
District Institute of Education and Training, Dhubri
District Institute of Education and Training, Dibrugarh

District Institute of Education and Training, Dima Hasao
District Institute of Education and Training, Golaghat
District Institute of Education and Training, Hailakandi
District Institute of Education and Training, Howly, Barpeta
District Institute of Education and Training, Jorhat

District Institute of Education and Training, Karbi Anglong
District Institute of Education and Training, Kokrajhar
District Institute of Education and Training, Lakhimpur
District Institute of Education and Training, Morigaon
District Institute of Education and Training, Nagaon
District Institute of Education and Training, Nalbari

District Institute of Education and Training, Sivasagar
District Institute of Education and Training, Sribhumi
District Institute of Education and Training, Tinsukia
Dudhnoi College, Dudhnoi, Goalpara

Goalpara College, Goalpara

Government College of Teacher Education, Tezpur, Sonitpur
R.C. Saharia Teachers Training College, Tangla, Udalguri

Bihar

College of Teacher Education, Saharsa

District Institute of Education and Training, Babutola, Banka
District Institute of Education and Training, Bikram, Patna

District Institute of Education and Training, Chhatauni,
Motihari, Purbi Champaran

District Institute of Education and Training, Dighi, Vaishali
District Institute of Education and Training, Dumra, Sitamarhi
District Institute of Education and Training, Dumraon, Buxar
District Institute of Education and Training, Forbesganj, Araria

District Institute of Education and Training, Fazalganj, Sasaram,
Rohtas

District Institute of Education and Training, Khirnighat,
Bhagalpur

District Institute of Education and Training, Kilaghat,
Darbhanga

District Institute of Education and Training, Kishangan;

District Institute of Education and Training, Kumarbagh,
Pashchim Champaran

District Institute of Education and Training, Lakhisarai

District Institute of Education and Training, Madhepura
District Institute of Education and Training, Mohania, Kaimur
District Institute of Education and Training, Nalanda

District Institute of Education and Training, Narar, Madhubani
District Institute of Education and Training, Nawada

District Institute of Education and Training, Panchayti Akhada,
Gaya

District Institute of Education and Training, Pirouta, Bhojpur
District Institute of Education and Training, Purabsarai, Munger
District Institute of Education and Training, Pusa, Samastipur
District Institute of Education and Training, Ramganj, Khagaria
District Institute of Education and Training, Shahpur, Begusarai
District Institute of Education and Training, Sheikhpura



District Institute of Education and Training, Sheohar

District Institute of Education and Training, Shrinagar, Purnia
District Institute of Education and Training, Siwan

District Institute of Education and Training, Sonpur, Saran

District Institute of Education and Training, Tarar, Daudnagar,
Aurangabad

District Institute of Education and Training, Thawe,
Gopalganj

District Institute of Education and Training, Tikapatti, Katihar
Primary Teacher Education College, Barh

Primary Teacher Education College, Masaurhi

Primary Teacher Education College, Patahi, Muzaffarpur
Primary Teacher Education College, Shahpur, Aurangabad
Radhe Shyam Teachers Training College, Supaul

Samagra Seva, Jamui

Chhattisgarh
Aastha Vidyapeeth Mahavidyalaya, Mahavir Nagar, Durg

District Institute of Education and Training, Dharamjaigarh,
Raigarh

District Institute of Education and Training, Janjgir,
Janjgir-Champa
District Institute of Education and Training, Kabeerdham

District Institute of Education and Training, Khairagarh,
Rajnandgaon

District Institute of Education and Training, Mahasamund
District Institute of Education and Training, Nagri, Dhamtari

District Institute of Education and Training, Pendra, Gaurela
Pendra Marwabhi

Government Industrial Training Institute, Baikunthpur, Korea
Government Livelihood College, Jashpur

Government Revati Raman Mishra PG College, Surajpur
Institute of Technology and Sciences, Gariyaband

Jai Budhadev College, Katghora, Korba

Lakshya Mahila Cluster Sangathan, Raipur

Local Volunteers of Baloda Bazar

Local Volunteers of Balrampur

Local Volunteers of Bastar

Local Volunteers of Bijapur

Local Volunteers of Dakshin Bastar, Dantewada

Local Volunteers of Sukma

Local Volunteers of Surguja

Prakriti Sewa Sansthan, Bilaspur

Samadhan College & Private ITI, Bemetara

Sonkar College, Mungeli

Srijan Private Industrial Training Institute, Balod
Utkarsh Education and Welfare Society, Narayanpur
Vidyapeeth College, Mahavir Nagar, Durg

Dadra and Nagar Haveli and Daman and Diu
Local Volunteers of Dadra and Nagar Haveli

Local Volunteers of Daman

Shri Sarvajanik B.S.W. & M.S.W. College, Mehsana

Guijarat

Anand Institute of Social Work (AISW), Anand
Department of Psychology, Saurashtra University, Rajkot
Dost Foundation, Sabarkantha

Dr. V.R. Godhaniya College, Porbandar

Faculty of Social Work, Parul University, Vadodara
K.D. Institute of Allied Health Sciences, Ahmedabad
K.D. Institute of Allied Health Sciences, Gandhinagar

Krantiguru Shyamiji Krishna Verma, Kachchh University, Bhuj,
Kachchh

Local Volunteers of Navsari

Local Volunteers of Panch Mahals

Local Volunteers of The Dangs

Local Volunteers of Valsad

Lokniketan Samajkary Mahavidyalaya, Ratanpur, Banaskantha
Maharani Premkumari College, Dahod

Manekchock Co-Op. Bank Arts and Mahemdavad Urban
People's Co-Op. Bank Commerce College, Mahemdabad,
Kheda

NGES MSW College, Patan

Samajseva Mahavidyalaya, Gandhi Vidhyapith, Vedchhi, Tapi
Shikshan Ane Samaj Kalyan Kendra, Amreli

Shree Sahajanand Gurukul MSW College, Bhavnagar

Shree Saraswati College of Social Work, Bharuch

Shri Sarvajanik B.S.W. & M.S.W. College, Mehsana
Vidhyadeep Institute of Social Work, Surat

Haryana

Bhagat Phool Singh Mahila Vishwavidhyalay, Khanpur Kalan,
Sonipat

Central University of Haryana, Jant-Pali Village,
Mahendragarh

Chaudhary Devi Lal University, Sirsa

Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Government P.G. College, Kaithal

Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Government P.G. College, Palwal
Government Education College, Bhiwani

Government P.G. College, Panchkula

Government PG. College, Hisar

Guru Nanak Khalsa College, Yamunanagar

I.B. (P.G.) College, Panipat

Kamla Memorial Government P.G. College, Narwana, Jind
Local Volunteers of Mewat

Maharshi Dayanand University, Rohtak

Manohar Memorial College of Education, Fatehabad
Nehru Yuva Kendra, Karnal

Pt. Jawahar Lal Nehru Government P.G. College, Faridabad
Sanatan Dharma College, Ambala

State Institute of Advanced Studies in Teacher Education,
Gurugram

State Institute of Advanced Studies in Teacher Education,
Jhajjar

State Institute of Advanced Studies in Teacher Education,
Kurukshetra

Himachal Pradesh

District Institute of Education and Training, Bilaspur
District Institute of Education and Training, Chamba
District Institute of Education and Training, Hamirpur
District Institute of Education and Training, Kangra
District Institute of Education and Training, Kinnaur
District Institute of Education and Training, Kullu

District Institute of Education and Training, Lahaul & Spiti
District Institute of Education and Training, Mandi
District Institute of Education and Training, Shimla



District Institute of Education and Training, Sirmaur
District Institute of Education and Training, Solan
District Institute of Education and Training, Una
Government P.G. College, Seema (Rohru), Shimla

Him Institute of Teacher Education, Nichar, Kinnaur
Pedagogy Educational and Welfare Society, Kinnaur
Priyadarshini College of Education, Chowari, Chamba
Rajni Gramin Vikas Sanstha, Palampur, Kangra

Jammu and Kashmir

Foundation for Sustainable Health, Education and
Environment (FSHEE), Reasi

Government College for Women, Parade Ground, Jammu
Government Degree College, Beerwah, Budgam
Government Degree College, Billawar, Kathua
Government Degree College, Chadoora, Budgam
Government Degree College, Doda

Government Degree College, Gool, Ramban
Government Degree College, Gurez, Bandipora
Government Degree College, Handwara, Kupwara
Government Degree College, Kangan, Ganderbal
Government Degree College, Kathua
Government Degree College, Khour, Jammu
Government Degree College, Kishtwar
Government Degree College, Kulgam
Government Degree College, Kupwara
Government Degree College, Neeli Nallah, Udhampur
Government Degree College, Padder, Kishtwar
Government Degree College, Poonch
Government Degree College, Pouni, Reasi
Government Degree College, Ramban
Government Degree College, Ramgarh, Samba
Government Degree College, Samba

Government Degree College, Shopian
Government Degree College, Sumbal, Bandipora
Government Degree College, Tral, Pulwama
Government Degree College, Udhampur
Government Degree College, Ukhral, Ramban
Government Degree College, Vijaypur, Samba
Government Degree College (Boys), Anantnag
Government Degree College (Boys), Baramulla

Government G.L. Dogra Memorial Degree College, Hiranagar,

Kathua

Government Maulana Azad Memorial P.G. College, Jammu
Government P.G. College, Bhaderwah, Doda

Government PG. College, Rajouri

Helping Hands Charitable Foundation, Kulgam

J&K Students Welfare Mission (JKSWM), Bandipora

Jharkhand

A.S. College, Deoghar

B.S. College, Lohardaga

Bahragora College, Bahragora, East Singhbhum
Birsa College, Khunti

B.N. Jalan College, Sisai, Gumla

G.D. Bagaria Teachers Training College, Aerodrome Road
Boro, Giridih

Godda College, Godda

Government Teachers’ Training College, Kanke, Ranchi
Grizzly College of Education, Jhumri Telaiya, Koderma
Institute for Education, Saraikela-Kharsawan

Jamtara College, Jamtara

K.K. Teachers Training College, Govindpur, Dhanbad
Kumar Kalidas Memorial College, Pakur

Lala Pritam B. Ed. College, Chatra

Madhusudhan Mahto Teacher’s Training College,
Chakardhapur, West Singhbhum

Max Institute of Teacher’s Training, Bijulia, Ramgarh
Piramal Foundation, Latehar

Piramal Foundation, Palamu

R.K. Vyavasayik Shikshan Sansthan, Garhwa
Sahibganj College, Sahibgan;

Sahyogini, Bokaro

Santal Pargana College, Dumka

St. Columba’s College, Hazaribagh

Karnataka

Bhavya Jyothi Trust, Ramanagara

Bhavya Jyothi Trust, Tumkur

Bhimambhika Maha Sangha, Gadag
Chaitanya Rural Development Society, Haveri
Chinthana Foundation, Chikkamagaluru
Dandin Trust, Dharwad

Department of Studies in Social Work, Davangere University,
Davanagere

Department of Studies in Social Work, Sri H D Devegowda
Government First Grade College, Hassan

District Institute of Education and Training, Ballari
District Institute of Education and Training, Bidar
District Institute of Education and Training, Kodagu
District Institute of Education and Training, Kolar
District Institute of Education and Training, Koppal
District Institute of Education and Training, Mandya
District Institute of Education and Training, Mysuru
Government First Grade College, Yadgir

Kalpataru Mahila Maha Sangha, Chikkaballapura
Little Champs School, Gundlupet, Chamarajanagar

Mahatma Gandhi Rural Development and Social Changes
Trust, Shivamogga

Margadarshi Society, Kalaburagi
Navaspoorti Samsthe, Manvi, Raichur

PADI- Value Oriented Education Program (VALORED),
Dakshina Kannada

People’s Organisation for Wasteland and Environment
Regeneration (POWER), Vijayapura

REACH, Bagalkote
SCODWES(R), Sirsi, Uttara Kannada

Sri Krishna College Of Education, Devanahalli, Bengaluru
Rural

The Women's Welfare Society, Belagavi
Zilla Shikshana Sampanmula Kendra R., Udupi

Kerala

Assumption College Autonomous, Changanassery,
Alappuzha

BCM College, Kottayam
Calicut University Regional Centre, Perambra, Kozhikode



Carmelgiri College, Adimali, Idukki

Centre for P.G. Studies in Social Work, Sulthan Bathery,
Wayanad

CHMM College for Advanced Studies, Trivandrum

Department of Sociology, University of Kerala, Karyavattom
Campus, Trivandrum

Don Bosco Arts and Science College, Angadikadavu, Iritty,
Kannur

Don Bosco College, Kottiyam, Kollam

GEMS Arts And Science College, Kadungapuram,
Malappuram

Ideal Arts and Science College Cherpulassery, Palakkad

Ideal College for Advanced Studies, Kadakassery, Thavanur,
Malappuram

Jai Bharath Arts and Science College (JBASC), Perumbavoor,
Ernakulam

Kerala Association of Professional Workers (KAPS), Kottayam
Little Flower Institute of Social Sciences and Health, Calicut
Loyola College of Social Sciences (Autonomous), Trivandrum
Mannam Memorial NSS College, Konni, Pathanamthitta
Mar Augusthinose College, Ramapuram, Kottayam

Mar Elias College, Kottapady, Ernakulam

Marian College Kuttikkanam (Autonomous), Idukki
National College of Arts And Science, Thiruvananthapuram
Nethaji Memorial Arts and Science College, Palakkad
Peoples Co-operative Arts & Science College, Kasaragod
Sadanam Kumaran College, Pathiripala, Palakkad

Sahrdaya College of Advanced Studies, Kodakara, Thrissur

Shree Vidhyadhiraja College of Arts And Science,
Karunagappally, Kollam

SNDP YSS College, Perinthalmanna, Malappuram

St. Gregorios College of Social Science, Parumala,
Pathanamthitta

St. Thomas College, Thavalappara, Konni, Pathanamthitta
WMO Arts and Science College, Muttil, Wayanad

Madhya Pradesh

AAS (Aim of the Awareness of Society), Barwani

AAS (Aim of the Awareness of Society), Indore
Adarsh Yuva Mandal, Chhindwara

Adivasi Chetna Shikshan Seva Samiti, Jhabua
Ahimsa Welfare Society, Rajgarh

Awadhesh Pratap Singh University, Rewa

Babulal Tarabai Institute of Research and Technology (BTIRT),
Sironja, Sagar

Centre of Discovery for Village Development, Mandla
Community Development Centre, Balaghat
Community Development Centre, Seoni

Darshna Mahila Kalyan Samiti, Chhatarpur

Dharti Gramotthan Evam Sahbhagi Gramin Vikas Samiti,
Panna

Dharti Gramotthan Evam Sahbhagi Gramin Vikas Samiti,
Morena

Geetanjali Jan Kalyan Samiti, Jamuar, Sidhi

Pradhanmantri College of Excellence Krantikari Shahid
Chhitu Singh Kirad Government P.G. College, Alirajpur

Government Nehru P.G. College Budhar, Shahdol
Government P.G. College, Khargone

Hariyali Gram Vikas Sansthan, Datia

Help Foundation, Singrauli

Jiwaji University, Gwalior

Kalyani Welfare Society, Shahdol

Kalyani Welfare Society, Umaria

Kanchan Welfare and Educational Society, Shajapur
Kunjal Welfare Society, Raisen

Local Volunteers of Guna

Local Volunteers of Tikamgarh

Lokrang Samajik Shodh Vikas Sansthan, Khandwa
Madhya Pradesh Jan Abhiyan Parishad, Bhind
Madhya Pradesh Jan Abhiyan Parishad, Datia
Manav Jeevan Vikas Samiti, Katni

Mata Parvati Gram Utthan Samiti, Sheopur

Naya Jeevan Foundation, Neemuch

Nidar Yuva Seva Sansthan, Mandsaur

Pace Welfare and Skill Development Society, Ganj Basoda,
Vidisha

Pahal Samajik Vikas Sansthan, Harda

Pawan Path Samaj Seva Jan Kalyan Samiti, Bhind
Pradeepan Sansthan, Betul

Raghukul Seva Samiti, Ashoknagar

Rang Welfare Society, Damoh

Sahara Saksharta Educational and Social Welfare Society,
Bhopal

Sakal Muthoba Bhagat Samaijik Sanstha, Burhanpur
Samay Foundation, Ratlam

Sankalp Samaijik Vikas Sansthan, Shivpuri

Shiva Gramin Vikas Sansthan (SRDIM), Satna

Shri Jan Sewa Sankalp Sansthan, Sehore

Shri Rajendra Suri Government College, Sardarpur-Rajgarh,
Dhar

Soundarya Sewa Sansthan Samiti, Dewas

Udaan Nihshulk Coaching Sansthan, Narsinghpur
Xavier Institute of Management (XIMJ), Jabalpur
Yukti Samaj Sevi Sanstha, Narmadapuram

School of Studies in Sociology and Social Work, Vikram
University, Ujjian

Maharashtra
Aathawale College of Social Work, Bhandara
College of Social Work, Badnera, Amravati

Dr. Babasaheb Ambedkar College of Social Work, Morane,
Dhule

Gramurja Human Development Foundation, Beed
Gramvikas Foundation, Karanja, Washim

Institute For Rural Development and Social Services, Jalgaon
Jankalyan Sanstha, Kolha, Parbhani

Local Volunteers of Gadchiroli

Local Volunteers of Thane

Mahatma Basaveshwar Social Work College, Latur
Mahatma Phule MSW College, Taloda, Nandurbar
Mahatma Jyotiba Phule College of Social Work, Buldhana

Maratha Vidya Prasarak Samaj's College of Social Work,
Nashik

Matoshree Sevabhavi Sanstha, Beed

M.D. Jadhav Institute of Technology, Bhose, Sangali
Mohammad Nawaz Education and Welfare Society, Hingoli
Nirmik Samajik Sansodhan Vikash Kendra, Osmanabad

Paris Social Foundation and Urban Rural Development
Organization, Akot, Akola



Sanjivani Self Help Group, Mohagaon, Gondia

Sant Rawool Maharaj Mahavidyalaya, Kudal, Sindhudurg
Savitribai Phule University, Pune

Savitri Jyotirao College of Social Work, Yavatmal
Sharadchandraji Pawar College of Agriculture, Ratnagiri
Swami Ramanand Teerth Marathwada University, Nanded
Unity Sevabhavi Sanstha, Jalana

Vidyavikas Bahudeshiya Shikshan Sanstha, Solapur

Women Education Development Health Association (WEDH),
Warora, Chandrapur

Yashwantrao Chavan School of Social Work, Satara

Meghalaya

Balawan College, Umsning, Ri Bhoi

Local Volunteers of South Garo Hills

Martin Luther Christian University, Shillong, East Khasi Hills
Thomas Jones Synod College, Jowai, Jaintia Hills

Tura Government College Student Union, Tura, West Garo
Hills

Williamnagar Government College Student Union,
Williamnagar, East Garo Hills

Mizoram

District Institute of Education and Training, Aizawl

District Institute of Education and Training, Champhai
District Institute of Education and Training, Serchhip
District Institute of Education and Training, Saiha
Government Lawngtlai College, Lawngtlai

Lunglei Government College, Lunglei

National Cadet Corps, Government Mamit College, Mamit

Nagaland

District Institute of Education and Training, Dimapur
District Institute of Education and Training, Kohima
District Institute of Education and Training, Mokokchung
District Institute of Education and Training, Mon
District Institute of Education and Training, Phek
District Institute of Education and Training, Tuensang
District Institute of Education and Training, Wokha
District Institute of Education and Training, Zunheboto
Kohima Science College, Jotsoma, Kohima

Local Volunteers of Longleng

Local Volunteers of Peren

Zisaji Presedency College, Kiphire

Odisha

All Odisha Martial Arts Association (AOMAA), Malkangiri
District Institute of Education and Training, Balangir

District Institute of Education and Training, Remuna, Balasore
District Institute of Education and Training, Bargarh

District Institute of Education and Training, Agarpada,
Bhadrak

District Institute of Education and Training, Debagarh
District Institute of Education and Training, Dhenkanal
District Institute of Education and Training, Jagatsinghpur
District Institute of Education and Training, Jajpur

District Institute of Education and Training, Jharsuguda
District Institute of Education and Training, Kalahandi

District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education

and Training, Kandhamal
and Training, Keonjhar
and Training, Khordha

and Training, Nabarangpur
and Training, Nayagarh
and Training, Nuapada
and Training, Puri

and Training, Rayagada
and Training, Sambalpur
and Training, Sundargarh

Gaon Gathana Samiti, Banki, Cuttack
National Institute of Technology Education & Computer

(NITEC), Koraput
Nature’s Club, Kendrapara

Parsuram Gurukul Degree College, Narayanpur, Gajapati

Social Integrity Programme for Health and Education
(SIPHAE), Basta, Baleshwar, Mayurbhanj

Social Service of Ideal Youth Association (SSIYA), Buddha
Social Service of Ideal Youth Association (SSIYA), Subarnapur
Swastik Institute of Smart Education, Chhendipada, Anugul
Youth for Social Development (YSD), Ganjam

Puducherry

Society for Development Research and Training (SFDRT),

Puducherry

Punjab

Department of Economics, Panjab University, Chandigarh

District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education

and Training, Amritsar
and Training, Bathinda
and Training, Faridkot
and Training, Fatehgarh Sahib
and Training, Ferozepur
and Training, Gurdaspur
and Training, Hoshiarpur
and Training, Kapurthala
and Training, Ludhiana
and Training, Mansa
and Training, Moga

and Training, Muktsar
and Training, Patiala

and Training, Rupnagar
and Training, Sangrur
and Training, SBS Nagar

Guru Gobind Singh College of Education, Barnala

Lovely Professional University,

Jalandhar

Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Education, Patti, Tarn Taran

Rajasthan
Agaz Seva Sansthan, Tonk

Aravali Paradise Sansthan, Alwar
Bhagwati Shikshak Prashikshan Mahavidyalaya, Gangapur

City, Sawai Madhopur

Central University of Rajasthan, Ajmer
Dhapu Devi Mahavidhyala, Barmer

District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education

and Training, Churu
and Training, Ganganagar

Doosra Dashak (FED), Kishanganj, Baran



Ekal Jan Seva Sansthan, Bundi

Ekal Jan Seva Sansthan, Jhalawar
Gayatri Seva Sansthan, Pratapgarh
Ghumntu Sajha Pairvi Manch, Jaisalmer
Jan Jagriti Gramin Seva Sanstha, Bharatpur
Jatan Sansthan, Rajsamand

Local Volunteers of Banswara

Local Volunteers of Jaipur

Local Volunteers of Jalore

Local Volunteers of Nagaur

Local Volunteers of Pali

Local Volunteers of Sikar

Mahila Utthan Samiti, Sirohi

Maulana Azad University (Marwar Muslim Educational &
Welfare Society), Jodhpur

Modi Institute of Management and Technology, Kota
Shivnarayan Choubisa College, Dungarpur

Shri Guru Nanak Khalsa Teacher Training College,
Hanumangarh

Shri Karni Seva Sansthan, Bikaner

Shri Shivcharan Mathur Vikas Evam Seva Sansthan, Bhilwara
Udaipur School of Social Work, Udaipur

V.K. Tyagi TT College, Dhaulpur

Veena Memorial P.G. College, Karauli

Vision School of Management, Chittorgarh

Sikkim

Sikkim Government College, Burtuk, Gangtok, East Sikkim
Sikkim Government College, Gyalshing, West Sikkim
Sikkim Government College, Mangshila, North Sikkim
Sikkim Government College, Namchi, South Sikkim

Tamil Nadu

Association of Rural Education and Development Service
(AREDS), Karur

AVVAI Village Welfare Society, Karaikal

AVVAI Village Welfare Society, Nagapattinam

Blessings Life Foundation, Kanniyakumari

Catholic Health Association of Tamilnadu, Tiruchirapalli

Coimbatore Multipurpose Social Service Society (CMSSS),
Coimbatore

DAWN TRUST, Perambalur

Department of Women'’s Studies, Bharathidasan University,
Tiruchirapalli

HELPS, Kodaikanal
Inidhu Education Foundation, Tiruvarur
Krupalaya Trust, Vizhupuram

Madurai Multipurpose Social Service Society (MMSSS),
Madurai, Theni

Nadiyammai Research and Development Foundation (NRDF),
Pudukkottai

Nilgiris Adivasi Welfare Association (NAWA), Nilgiris
Ouvai Foundation, Tiruvallur

Provide Charitable Trust, Cuddalore

Rural Women Development Trust (RWDT), Salem

Sadayanodai llaignar Narpani Mandram (SINAM),
Tiruvannamalai

Sakya Charitable Trust, Madurai

Sivagangai Multipurpose Social Service Society (SMSSS),
Sivagangai

Social Health and Education Development India (SHED INDIA),
Thanjavur

Society for Development of Economically Weaker Section
(SODEWS), Vellore, Krishnagiri

Society for People’s Education and Economic Change
(SPEECH), Virudhunagar

Tamilnadu Rural Reconstruction Movement (TRRM),
Ramanathapuram

Tamil Nadu Science Forum, Tiruppur

Thendral Movement, Kanchipuram

Tribal Foundation, Erode

Village Improvement Project Society, Dharmapuri

Women's Organisation in Rural Development (WORD),
Namakkal

Telangana

College of Teacher Education Tribal Welfare, Bhadrachalam,
Khammam

Dr. Rajendra Prasad College of Education, Asifabad, Adilabad
District Institute of Education and Training, Adilabad

District Institute of Education and Training, Karimnagar
District Institute of Education and Training, Khammam
District Institute of Education and Training, Mahabubnagar
District Institute of Education and Training, Medak

District Institute of Education and Training, Nalgonda

District Institute of Education and Training, Nizamabad
District Institute of Education and Training, Rangareddy
District Institute of Education and Training, Warangal

Tripura

District Institute of Education and Training, Agartala, West
Tripura

District Institute of Education and Training, Kailashahar,
North Tripura

Organisation for Rural Survival, Belonia, South Tripura
Sudarshan Foundation, Dhalai

Uttar Pradesh

District Institute of Education and Training, Agra
District Institute of Education and Training, Aligarh
District Institute of Education and Training, Ambedkar Nagar
District Institute of Education and Training, Auraiya
District Institute of Education and Training, Ayodhya
District Institute of Education and Training, Azamgarh
District Institute of Education and Training, Baghpat
District Institute of Education and Training, Bahraich
District Institute of Education and Training, Ballia
District Institute of Education and Training, Balrampur
District Institute of Education and Training, Banda
District Institute of Education and Training, Barabanki
District Institute of Education and Training, Bareilly
District Institute of Education and Training, Basti
District Institute of Education and Training, Bijnor
District Institute of Education and Training, Budaun
District Institute of Education and Training, Bulandshahr
District Institute of Education and Training, Chandauli
District Institute of Education and Training, Chitrakoot
District Institute of Education and Training, Deoria
District Institute of Education and Training, Etah



District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education

District Institute of Education
Nagar

District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education

District Institute of Education
(Mahamaya Nagar)

District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education

District Institute of Education
Nagar

District Institute of Education

and Training, Etawah

and Training, Farrukhabad
and Training, Fatehpur

and Training, Firozabad

and Training, Gautam Buddha

and Training, Ghaziabad
and Training, Ghazipur
and Training, Gonda
and Training, Gorakhpur
and Training, Hamirpur
and Training, Hardoi
and Training, Hathras

and Training, Jalaun

and Training, Jaunpur

and Training, Jhansi

and Training, Jyotiba Phule

and Training, Kannauj

District Institute of Education and Training, Kanpur Dehat

District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education

and Training, Kaushambi
and Training, Kheri

and Training, Kushinagar
and Training, Lalitpur

and Training, Lucknow
and Training, Maharajganj
and Training, Mahoba
and Training, Mainpuri
and Training, Mathura
and Training, Mau

and Training, Meerut

and Training, Moradabad
and Training, Muzaffarnagar
and Training, Pilibhit

and Training, Pratapgarh
and Training, Prayagraj
and Training, Raebareli
and Training, Rampur

and Training, Saharanpur

District Institute of Education and Training, Sant Kabir Nagar

District Institute of Education
Nagar (Bhadohi)

District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
District Institute of Education
Local Volunteers of Mirzapur

Uttarakhand

and Training, Sant Ravidas

and Training, Shahjahanpur
and Training, Shrawasti

and Training, Siddharth Nagar
and Training, Sitapur

and Training, Sonbhadra

and Training, Sultanpur

and Training, Unnao

and Training, Varanasi

Anusuya Prasad Bahuguna Government Post Graduate
College, Augustyamuni, Rudraprayag

Faculty of Management Studies, Gurukul Kangri

Vishwavidyalaya, Haridwar

Government P.G. College, Champawat

Government Post Graduate College, Gopeshwar, Chamoli

HNB Garhwal University, SRT Campus, Badshahi Thaul, Tehri
Garhwal

Kumaun Kesari Pt. Badridutt Pandey Government P.G.
College, Bageshwar

Laxman Singh Mahar P.G. College, Pithoragarh
Local Volunteers of Almora

Motiram Baburam Government P.G. (MBGPG) College,
Haldwani, Nainital

PITS B. Ed. College, Uttarkashi
Raath Mahavidyalaya, Paithani, Pauri Garhwal

Radhey Hari Government P.G. College, Kashipur, Udham
Singh Nagar

Swami Vivekanand Government P.G. College, Lohaghat

West Bengal

Baruipur College, Purandarpur Math, Baruipur, South Twenty
Four Parganas

Burdwan Sanjyog Human and Social Welfare Society and NSS
Unit, Raj College, Burdwan

Dakshin Dinajpur Foundation for Rural Integration Economic
and Natures’ Development (DD-FRIEND), Balurghat, Dakshin
Dinajpur

Department of Education, Coochbehar Panchanan Barma
University, Coochbehar

Department of Geography and Education, Basirhat College,
Basirhat, North Twenty Four Parganas

Department of History, Geography, Economics, Philosophy
and NSS Unit, Berhampore College, Berhampore,
Murshidabad

Department of Social Work, Bankura University, Bankura
Department of Sociology, Kalyani University, Nadia

Department of Sociology, Mrinalini Dutta Mahavidyapith,
North Twenty Four Parganas

Khardah Public Cultural and Welfare Association, Howrah
NCC Unit, Krishna Chandra College, Hetampur, Birbhum

NCC Unit and Department of Bengali, Parimal Mitra Smriti
Mahavidyalaya, Mal, Jalpaiguri

NSS Unit, Alipurduar University, Alipurduar

NSS Unit, Jagannath Kishore College, Purulia

NSS Unit, Raiganj University College, Uttar Dinajpur
NSS Unit, Surya Sen College, Darjeeling

NSS Unit-3, Gour Mahavidyalaya, Mangal Bari, Maldah

NSS Unit, Vidyasagar University, Medinipur, Paschim
Medinipur

Prabhat Kumar College, Contai, Purba Medinipur

Sibani Mandal Mahavidyalaya, Namkhana, South Twenty Four
Parganas

Southfield College, Darjeeling
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DADRA & NAGAR
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District Institute of Education and Training (DIET)

College/University

Non-Governmental Organisation (NGO)

Other

Multiple partner types
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A closer look at ASER-DIET partnerships

ASER’s citizen-led assessment approach aims to foster community participation in education by empowering ordinary citizens
to engage with the question of what our children are learning. Our partners — colleges, universities, civil society organisations,
and teacher training institutions — make it possible to reach all rural districts of the country year after year. Survey tools that
are simple to understand and easy to administer enable volunteers to collect data on villages, schools, households, and
children’s reading and arithmetic levels across rural India. The process exposes them to community-level challenges, sparks
local discussions about educational practices, and can catalyse informed action in support of children’s learning.

The importance of community involvement in education is echoed in national policies and guidelines such as the National
Initiative for Proficiency in Reading with Understanding Numeracy (NIPUN) Bharat Mission, the National Education Policy
(NEP) 2020, and the National Curriculum Framework for School Education (NCF-SE) 2023. NIPUN Bharat positions community
participation as a central and overarching factor in planning, implementing, and monitoring the interventions of the Foundational
Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) mission. NEP 2020 highlights the importance of increasing community awareness about the
quality of education and encouraging local engagement in monitoring and improving schools. The NCF-SE advocates for
volunteerism and the role of non-governmental organisations (NGOs) in community-driven approaches, which aligns with
ASER’s focus on mobilising citizens to strengthen educational outcomes.

At the global level, UNESCO's Education for Sustainable Development (ESD) framework stresses the importance of mobilising
local communities for sustainable development. It discusses empowering communities by encouraging them to take an
active role in identifying and addressing local educational challenges and environmental issues." Similarly, the World Bank’s
Community-Driven Development (CDD) approach emphasises the importance of community mobilisation for fostering local
ownership of development projects, including those related to education.?

Since 2005, ASER has partnered with over 4,300 institutions, including 2,325 NGOs, 974 colleges/universities, 405 District
Institutes of Education and Training (DIETs), 117 teacher training colleges, 78 schools, and 402 others like self-help groups
and the National Cadet Corps, with several of these partnerships spanning multiple years.

Partnerships with DIETs have been important for the successful implementation of the ASER survey. Established under National
Policy on Education (NPE) 1986 to decentralise education research and training, DIETs are government-run teacher education
institutes at the district level in India. The 613 DIETs across India are centres for the training of future teachers, resource
support, and research, with the primary aim to facilitate the effective delivery of central and state-level education schemes
to the last mile.

Recognising the shared focus on goals such as strengthening the education system, building teacher capacity, and improving
learning outcomes, ASER Centre began collaborating with DIETs from the inception of the ASER survey in 2005, first partnering
with the DIET in the Nagaon district of Assam. Over the past decade, ASER has partnered annually with at least one DIET in
Himachal Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh, Bihar, Assam, Odisha, Chhattisgarh, and Andhra Pradesh. Over the last 10 years, between
170 and 260 DIETs have participated in every nationwide ‘basic’ ASER. This year, ASER has collaborated with DIETs in 227
districts across 14 states.

These long-running ASER-DIET collaborations also speak to the goals of NEP 2020, which emphasise the significance of the
capacity-building of teachers through culturally relevant training, as well as those of NIPUN Bharat and NCF-SE, which
advocate for innovative, community-based approaches.

To better understand the experiences of DIET students who conducted the ASER 2024 survey, they were asked to fill out an
online feedback form. Based on the responses of 1,940 students, we found that volunteering for ASER provides DIET students
with practical experience in primary data collection and survey methodologies, skills that 66.8% of DIET volunteers report
gaining. By becoming a part of the ASER survey, volunteers get an opportunity to observe ground realities — 86.1% of DIET
volunteers said that they got a chance to understand the learning levels of children in their districts, and 82.2% reported
understanding how different socioeconomic factors affect children’s learning levels. The ASER experience goes beyond
education-related understanding, fostering essential abilities such as decision-making (as reported by 80.8% of DIET volunteers),
collaboration (71.9%), and problem-solving (62.5%). Interacting with children, parents, teachers, and community members
during the survey helped 77.2% of the DIET students to further develop their interpersonal skills, preparing them to effectively

TUNESCO Global Action Programme on Education for Sustainable Development. (2018). https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000246270

2Wong, S., Guggenheim, S., & Social, Urban, Rural and Resilience Global Practice. (2018). Community-Driven Development: Myths and Realities.
Policy Research Working Paper (Report No. WPS8435). World Bank. http://Awww.worldbank.org/research
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https://www.worldbank.org/en/research

communicate with diverse stakeholders in their future roles. Teamwork during the survey also fosters coordination
and problem-solving.

One of our DIET volunteers from Wokha in Nagaland shared,

This platform has been an influential experience for me. Through the ASER 2024 survey, | learned perseverance
and dedication. Traversing challenging terrain and interacting with diverse communities taught me to adapt and
push beyond my limits. ASER 2024 has given me a newfound sense of purpose. By experiencing the real-life
conditions of the sampled localities and villages, | gained a deeper understanding of the diverse complexities
faced by rural communities. This exposure has not only broadened my perspective but also instilled in me a sense
of empathy and resilience. | am grateful for this opportunity which has equipped me with essential life skills to
navigate the challenges ahead. | am confident that this experience will propel me towards achieving my aspirations.

While volunteering for ASER has many benefits for the students who participate, these partnerships are also extremely useful
for the successful implementation of the survey itself. Since internships are part of the curriculum for second or third year DIET
students and several of them have worked as field investigators on other projects and assessments, they often have experience
working with children and are comfortable engaging with community members. DIETs have students who come from different
parts of the district, making it easier for survey teams to reach sampled villages that are located in remote areas. These
students are often familiar with the local dialects of their region, facilitating effective communication with the people in
sampled villages. In villages, the admiration and respect that people often have for teachers is visible in the cooperation
offered to DIET student volunteers.

While the ASER survey is one type of partnership, Pratham, ASER Centre, and DIETs have also collaborated on several other
initiatives over the years to improve the quality of education and teacher training across India. These collaborations have
focused on capacity-building programs aiming to support participants’ understanding of how to use assessment data to
structure teaching practices in line with children’s learning levels. Notable among these was the DIET Partnership Program
(2015-2018), a capacity-building program that worked with 12,000 future teachers from nearly 120 DIETs to assess and then
work to improve the learning levels of over 100,000 children.? Pratham has also partnered with DIET Jukhala in Bilaspur,
Chhattisgarh through the APJ Abdul Science Center, where it has a dedicated team that supports the Science Center’s
projects. The Pratham team also supports DIET Jukhala in developing projects such as a State Science Resource Centre that
serves as a learning hub for the entire state. In July 2020, DIETs partnered with Pratham in 75 districts across Uttar Pradesh to
implement its Karke Seekhna program, wherein Pratham trained approximately 19,000 DIET students to send text messages
with simple activities that involved parents in helping children continue their learning journeys during school closures, reaching
about 1 million children in primary and upper primary grades.* More recently, DIETs participated in the Pratham-facilitated
“catch-up” campaign of 2023 named CAMaL ka Camp, held across 165 districts in Bihar, Madhya Pradesh, and Uttar
Pradesh. The campaign reached close to 145,000 communities, working with more than 300,000 youth to improve the
reading levels of 3.4 million children.®

The enduring partnerships between ASER, DIETs, and other institutions underscore the power of collaboration in addressing
India's educational challenges. By combining grassroots engagement, capacity-building initiatives, and innovative programs,
these collaborations inspire a collective commitment to ensure every child has access to quality education. Through shared
efforts, they pave the way for a more inclusive and equitable educational landscape across the country.

3 Pratham Education Foundation. Internal report. Pratham Education Foundation’s Partnership with District Institute of Education of Training
(2015-2018).

4 Pratham Education Foundation. (2020). Internal report. Karke Seekhna: Partnership for Learning during COVID Crisis.

°>Pratham Education Foundation. (2023). CAMaL Ka Camp “catch-up” campaign: Summer 2023. https:/pratham.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/
11/Pratham-Summer-Camp-2023-India.pdf
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Supporters of ASER 2024

Organisations

ADP Private Limited

Bajaj Finserve Limited

Dani Foundation

Foundation For Participative Sports

India Infoline Foundation

Luxmi Charitable Trust

Nayar Holdings

Piramal Enterprises Limited

Rohini Nilekani Philanthropies Foundation
Tata Chemicals Society For Rural Development
Tata Steel Foundation

The Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation

The Convergence Foundation
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Tamil Nadu

Prof. (Dr.) Vivek Bapat, Head, SOS in Lifelong Education Extension & Social Work, Jiwaji University, Gwalior, Madhya Pradesh
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The promise of technology

Madhav Chavan’

The Pratham movement that was founded in the mid ‘90s has completed 30 years. Almost since birth it was a group of
campaigners for “every child in school and learning well”. Access to education through easy reach to schools, regular
attendance in classrooms, and achievement in examinations were the three ‘A’s to focus on to start with.

We understood that it was not enough to have a school near the home although it was a necessary condition. Being ‘school
ready’ was essential as we understood it. ICDS centres, or Anganwadis, were universalised by the mid-nineties. Although
their functions included some early childhood education components, these were quite weak. Gradually, successive
governments have been improving their functioning but the recent National Education Policy of 2020 has made a big
change in the policy and practice of Anganwadi centres. It is also important to note that the proportion of schooled mothers
has been growing significantly. These mothers are an important demand driver for education. Improvement in local Anganwadi
centres is not just supply based but there is a strong demand side to it. The national policy and the mass scale push from civil
society for stronger early years education have led to meeting the demands of the people, especially the increasingly
schooled mothers.

It was said in the early nineties that classrooms are crowded. This was largely the urban view of the situation. As schools and
classrooms in rural India grew in numbers in the 2000s and as children started moving to private schools, the picture
changed. Yet, in many states, only about half the children on the roster could be found in the classroom. Universal mid-day
meals did not ensure full attendance although it was seen as a measure for universal enrollment. Universal promotion of
children to the upper classes was also seen as a measure to prevent dropping out.

It was acknowledged that the quality of education was poor and numerous suggestions were put forth to improve it.
Improving the curriculum-textbooks and teacher training were prominent among them. Minimum levels of learning made
their appearance in the late nineties.

In the early 2000s, Pratham identified the problem of children not achieving foundational literacy and numeracy even after
five years of schooling. A solution labeled Learning to Read (L2R) which was later named Combined Activities for Maximized
Learning (CAMal) or Teaching at the Right Level (TARL) was innovated. Alongside came a simple and quick method of
assessment, and ASER was born. Simultaneously, a method called Activity Based Learning (ABL) was promoted by some
governments.

The nineties and early 2000s were full of education activities on mass scale. But as ASER results indicated, while enrollment
and infrastructure indicators were showing a rush into schools, learning indicators showed no change. At the same time,
computers, mobile phones, and digital technology were making waves. The atmosphere was full of possibilities and promises
with digital solutions and businesses. However, it was only when the COVID-19 pandemic struck that the digital revolution
really hit the ground in rural India. This is reflected very well in ASER.

In 2018, nearly 90% of rural households had simple mobile phones and 36% had smartphones. In 2022, the households
with smartphones had risen to over 74%, and this year it has grown to 84%. While the percentage of children who have
access to a smartphone at home is nearing saturation, the proportion of children aged 14-16 who own a smartphone has
risen from 19% to about 31% within a year. It is not clear from the ASER data if mothers of young children have their own
phones. This ownership of smartphones is important when it comes to use in supporting young children’s learning and their
own learning.

The main use of smartphones during the pandemic period was that of a carrier of texts, worksheets, and videos, which
substituted for textbooks. Virtual training sessions had become common too. As the pandemic faded away, the digital skills
learned during the period sustained, although some of the practices became less important and a new excitement began to
build around artificial intelligence.

The best promise of the digital revolution was, to me, in the open and continuing education domain for the underprivileged.
The need and the possibilities in India are tremendous. For example, at this time, over 40% mothers of school children are
not schooled or have completed less than Std V. Nearly another 40% are schooled between Std VI and X, and the remaining
have completed Std X. Educating mothers so that they can help children is an investment India should make to accelerate
and strengthen the education of children.

! President and member of the Board of Directors, Pratham Education Foundation



Over the past thirty years since Pratham was born, we have lived through the computer, the internet, and mobile revolutions,
and we are now looking at artificial intelligence. With every new wave of technology, there is new hope and talk of
revolutionising education. By the time the technology becomes affordable, something new and exciting for the privileged
shows up on the horizon, but technology has not delivered on its promise where the education of the underprivileged is
concerned. One of the biggest constraints is availability of devices.

But, as ASER data now shows, availability of individually owned smartphones is going to be less and less of a constraint.
Most rural households already have a smartphone. Getting a second phone may be easier for many families in times to
come.

Hardware, without a doubt, is becoming easily available. Language used to be a major impediment. It is not so anymore.
Writing or dictating in local languages is now possible. Translation from one language to another is easy. All the tools
needed for learning are accessible, if you know what to access, where, and how. But what if there was one place in a
village — let’s call it school — where questions of what, where, and how were answered by an intelligent device?

The idea of ‘every child in school and learning well’, one feels, is within reach. Access to schools is complete. But school
attendance is still a problem. In a village or a community, some children go to private school, some to government school,
others to private classes and some do not go to school at all. This is somewhat of a chaotic situation at the level of the
village and also at the larger community level, which reflects in the quality of learning in schools.

During the pandemic, in many villages of Maharashtra, a learning program was broadcast from the temple-top. It should be
possible to work out a curriculum and broadcast schedule in villages so that group learning can be organised. Organising
new schools like this should be possible, although initially there may not be many takers.

Every civilisation has created its own schooling system over the last five thousand years. Teachers and methods in one
system did not fit another, curriculum in one did not find a place in another. That was because the civilisations were
separated by time, space, culture, and technology. The age of empires and colonialism started integrating civilisations.
Although separated by national boundaries, countries today are integrated by science and technology. Education too is an
integrating factor. But so is profit. Every technological innovation barring those promoted by philanthropists as public goods
has to look for a for-profit market. Where profits cannot be made, innovations find limited use.

The prediction that hardware and devices would become inexpensive has come true but the need for higher order and
bigger hardware is growing with the innovations of artificial intelligence. Will philanthropic investments be enough to help
universalise the innovations that could revolutionise education? As a country we need to come up with a road map that
allows the promise of technology to be harnessed for the benefit of those who need it most.

%
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More than a recovery

Wilima Wadhwa'

This year ASER 2024 went back to almost all rural districts of the country to report on children's schooling status and basic
reading and arithmetic levels. Starting in 2016, ASER began a new cycle wherein the nationwide “basic” ASER was done
every other year. This cycle was interrupted in 2020 due to the COVID-19 pandemic which resulted in school closures for
almost two years and seriously affected movement in the field in 2020 and 2021. ASER 2022, done across the country four
years after 2018, was one of the very few sources of data on the impact of the pandemic on the education sector.

There were two key findings of ASER 2022. First, on the enrollment front, fears that children, especially older children,
would drop out of school because of the financial hardships imposed by the pandemic on families seemed baseless. In fact,
enrollment rates of older children (15-16 year-olds) have been steadily rising and continued to do so even during the
pandemic. Further, the proportion of not currently enrolled 6-14-year-old children was down to 1.6% — almost half of what
was observed in 2018, and the lowest we have seen in the decade since the Right of Children to Free and Compulsory
Education (RTE) Act 2009 came into effect. However, the big change we saw in 2022 in enrollment was a jump in
government school enrollment that had been falling steadily since 2016. The proportion of 6-14-year-olds enrolled in
government schools rose from 65.6% in 2018 t0 72.9% in 2022.

Second, on the learning front, ASER 2022 showed large learning losses across both government and private schools in
reading. Reading levels for Std lll and V children, which had slowly been rising between 2014 and 2018, fell below their
2014 levels. While learning loss was expected, it still felt like a big setback. For arithmetic, while there was loss at the All-
India level, it was much smaller as compared to the loss in reading.

Both these findings came with some qualifications though, as | wrote in the ASER 2022 and 2020 reports.? 3 In both cases,
one data point, viz 2022, was insufficient to establish a trend. Many low-cost private schools shut down during the pandemic,
which may have led to higher government school enrollments. In addition, the financial stress induced by the pandemic
may have led to parents shifting their children to free government schools, which were also distributing dry rations during
the school closures. In 2022, the country was still dealing with the aftermath of the pandemic and it was too early to say if
the increase in government school enrollment was a temporary or permanent shift.

Similarly, in the case of learning, 2022 estimates were being compared with estimates from four years ago. Between 2018
and 2022, we had pandemic-induced school closures for almost two years, in 2020 and 2021, and almost a year when
children had been back in school in 2021-22. With no data point in between, it was once again difficult to attribute the
entire loss to the pandemic. Most importantly, a new National Education Policy (NEP) was introduced in 2020 with a focus
for the first time on Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN). The policy explicitly recognised the importance of FLN skills
and set goals for achieving universal FLN by the end of Std II/lll under the NIPUN Bharat Mission. As early as 2021, many
states started various programs to improve FLN skills in primary grades. While there was no nationwide ASER between 2018
and 2022, ASER looked for opportunities to go back to the field and was able to conduct representative surveys in three
states in 2021- Karnataka in February 2021, Chhattisgarh in October 2021, and West Bengal in December 2021. These
three state-level surveys gave estimates of learning levels that could be used to understand the extent of learning loss during
the pandemic. What they showed was that in all three states, learning levels had fallen by far more than the loss between
2018 and 2022. In fact, there had been a recovery between 2021 and 2022, possibly prompted by the government’s efforts
to boost FLN skills.

ASER 2024 estimates are, therefore, extremely useful for a variety of reasons. They provide one more data point after 2022
to verify if the changes observed post-pandemic have changed the trend or if the country has reverted to the earlier trend
line. On the learning front, states have continued to push ahead with a variety of measures to improve foundational learning
levels in primary school. Given that the ASER assessment is essentially a floor-level foundational learning assessment, data
from ASER 2024 will also help track the progress of NIPUN Bharat across the country.

First, let's look at enrollment. The mandate of the RTE 2009 of universal school enroliment for the 6-14 age group has more
or less been achieved at the All-India level. The proportion of children in this age group who are currently not enrolled in
school is 1.9% (just slightly above the 2022 figure of 1.6%). While enroliment for the 7-10 age group was close to 98%
even in 2010, when RTE 2009 came into effect, larger numbers were out of school in the older age groups. Despite the

! Director, ASER Centre

2Wadhwa, W. (2023) More recovery than loss, ASER 2022. Available at: https://img.asercentre.org/docs/ASER%202022 %20report%20pdfs/
Articles/More%20Recovery%20than%20Loss_Wilima%20Wadhwa.pdf.

3Wadhwa, W. (2021) Equity in the time of COVID, ASER 2020. Available at: https://img.asercentre.org/docs/ASER%202021/
ASER%202020%20wave%201%20-%20v2/commentary_wilimawadhwa.pdf.


https://img.asercentre.org/docs/ASER%202022%20report%20pdfs/Articles/More%20Recovery%20than%20Loss_Wilima%20Wadhwa.pdf
https://img.asercentre.org/docs/ASER%202021/ASER%202020%20wave%201%20-%20v2/commentary_wilimawadhwa.pdf

pandemic, the proportion of 11-14-year-olds who are currently not enrolled has continued to fall, and now stands at about
2% — only slightly above the 2022 figure of 1.8%. More importantly, a much larger proportion of 15-16-year-olds were not
enrolled in school — 16.1% —in 2010. Even though this age group is not covered by the RTE, this proportion has also been
steadily falling, and now stands at 7.9%, slightly above the 2022 figure of 7.5%. Further, these increasing enrollments for
older age groups are seen for both boys and girls. The fact that the proportion of children not currently enrolled has
increased slightly for every age group as compared to 2022, might indicate that in 2022 the economy was just coming out
of the pandemic and there was still some fluidity in the system. The 2024 estimates, on the other hand, are more of a
reflection of the post-pandemic reality.

However, the increase in government school enrollment seen during the COVID-19 years seems to have reversed. Private
school enrollment has been steadily rising since 2006 in rural India. The proportion of 6-14-year-olds enrolled in private
schools rose from 18.7% in 2006 to 30.8% in 2014 and stayed at that level in 2018. During the pandemic years, there was
a big jump in government school enroliment with the proportion of 6—-14-year-old children enrolled in government schools
rising from 65.6% in 2018 t0 72.9% in 2022. This number is back to 66.8% in 2024. This almost complete reversal back to
2018 levels is seen across grades as well as gender, and is not particularly surprising given that the economy has recovered
in other sectors as well.

To summarise, ASER 2024 brings good news on the enrollment front. Out of school numbers for older age groups that had
been falling steadily are well below their 2018 levels though marginally higher than the 2022 estimates, and government
and private school enrollment is back to 2018 levels. This seems to confirm that the increase in government school enroliment
observed during the COVID years was driven more by necessity rather than choice.

Next, coming to learning, there is even better news! Not only do we see a full recovery from the pandemic-induced learning
loss, learning levels in primary grades are higher than past levels in some cases. At the All-India level, the proportion of
children in Std Il who are able to read at Std Il level, rose slowly from 23.6% in 2014 to 27.3% in 2018 and then fell
drastically to 20.5% in 2022. Two years later, we have a full recovery with the proportion of Std lll children reading fluently
at 27.1%. We see a similar picture in Std V with the proportion of Std V children who can read a Std Il level text rising from
48% in 2014 t0 50.5% in 2018, then falling to 42.8% in 2022, and finally recovering to 48.8% in 2024.

In arithmetic, the learning loss post-pandemic in 2022, was smaller in comparison to reading. The proportion of children in
Std lll able to do at least subtraction” rose from 25.4% in 2014 t0 28.2% in 2018 and fell to 25.9% in 2022 — a fall of less
than 3 percentage points which was much lower than the 7 percentage point loss observed in reading ability of Std Il
children. In 2024, this proportion stands at 33.7%, which is far more than a recovery, and higher than we have seen in the
last decade. Similarly, in Std V the proportion of children able to do at least division® rose from 26.1% in 2014 t0 27.9% in
2018, and declined to 25.6% in 2022. The 2024 number stands at 30.7% — again, much higher than levels in the past
many years.

What is remarkable about this recovery is that it is completely driven by government schools. In rural India, government
schools have always lagged behind private schools in terms of learning levels. There is a vast literature on the learning
differential between government and private schools, highlighting the fact that simply comparing learning levels across the
two is misleading because of the self-selection effect. Children who go to private schools come from more affluent homes
and have more educated parents — household characteristics that are positively correlated to learning. Therefore, attributing
the entire difference in learning levels to a school effect is incorrect. Nevertheless, even after controlling for these household
characteristics, private schools do have an edge in learning over government schools. What we see in the ASER 2024 data
is that the recovery has really been in government schools, with learning levels in private schools still below their pre-
pandemic levels. For instance, the proportion of children in Std Ill able to read a Std Il level text was 20.9% in government
schools as compared to 40.6% in private schools in 2018 (Table 1). In 2022, while learning levels in all schools suffered, the
decline in private schools was far greater than in government schools, though the private school advantage remained the
same, namely, twice as high as government school levels. However, in 2024, while the proportion of children in Std Il able
to read at Std Il level in government schools increased from 16.3% in 2022 to 23.4%, surpassing the 2018 level, the
recovery in private schools was more muted — from 33.1% to 35.5%, lower than the pre-pandemic level in 2018. As a
result, the learning differential was reduced from 20 percentage points in 2018 to 12 percentage points. Reading levels in
Std V tell a similar story.

In arithmetic, both government and private schools have seen large jumps in learning levels, with 2024 levels surpassing
levels 10 years ago (Table 2). However, here again, the gains in government schools have been far greater than those in
private schools. For instance, between 2022 and 2024, the proportion of children able to do subtraction in Std lll increased
by 36.6% — from 20.2% to 27.6% — in government schools as compared to 10.2% in private schools.

42-digit numerical subtraction problem with borrowing.
°3-digit by 1-digit numerical division problem.



Table 1: Reading level by school type: All India (rural) 2014- 2024

Std lll: % children reading at Std Il level

Std V: % children reading at Std Il level

42.2 62.6
41.7 63.0
44.2 65.1
38.5 56.8
44.8 59.3

Table 2: Arithmetic level by school type: All India (rural) 2014-2024

Std lll: % children who can do at least subtraction Std V: % children who can do division
2014 17.2 43.4 25.4 20.7 39.3 26.1
2016 20.3 441 27.7 21.1 38.0 26.0
2018 20.9 43.5 28.2 22.7 39.8 27.9
2022 20.2 431 25.9 21.6 38.7 25.6
2024 27.6 47.5 33.7 26.5 41.8 30.7

What has led to this sudden improvement in learning levels? All-India estimates are typically slow to change and learning
levels that had been stagnant till 2010 declined slightly thereafter, only improving slowly between 2014 and 2018 (Tables 1
and 2). We have not seen improvements of this magnitude in the last 20 years since ASER has been presenting data on
foundational reading and arithmetic. Everything seems to point towards NEP 2020 and its focus on foundational skills. While
this is not the first time that programs have been introduced to improve learning, what is different is that it is the first time
that there has been a systemic national push to improve foundational learning outcomes. Typically, in past years, school
teachers worked “to complete the curriculum”. As a result, they ended up teaching to the “top of the class” in a class that
is diverse in terms of learning levels and demographic characteristics. For the first time, under NIPUN Bharat, teachers across
the country are given a different brief — to focus on foundational skills.

This push towards FLN is also reflected in the ASER 2024 data. As part of the survey, ASER field investigators visit one
government school in the sampled village to record enrollment, attendance, and school facilities. This year we also asked
whether schools received any directive from the government to implement FLN activities in the school, and whether
teachers have received FLN training. At the All-India level, 83% of schools responded that they had received such a
directive and 78% said that at least one teacher in the school had been trained on FLN. In addition, 75% had also received
teaching learning material (TLM) for FLN activities.

However, these All-India estimates hide the huge variation across states. Even when there is not much movement at the All
-India level, there are noticeable changes observed in both directions at the state level. This year as well, some states have
done very well and surpassed their pre-pandemic learning levels, and others are yet to recover fully. Nevertheless, almost all
states have shown improvements as compared to 2022. In fact, the low performing states like Uttar Pradesh, Bihar, Madhya
Pradesh, and Tamil Nadu have made a remarkable recovery. For instance, consider the case of Uttar Pradesh — In 2014,
only 6% of government school Std Ill children could read a Std Il level text, and the proportions slowly rose to 12.3% in
2018. Uttar Pradesh was one of the few states not to post a learning loss for Std Il in 2022, with the proportion rising to
16.4%. In 2024, the proportion of government school Std Il children able to read at Std Il level is 27.9%. This kind of
improvement cannot be labelled just a recovery — it signifies a serious focus on and effort to improve FLN abilities. This
push has borne fruits in arithmetic, in Std V learning levels as well — learning levels in Uttar Pradesh government schools
have never been higher in the last 20 years. Interestingly, Uttar Pradesh which has always been a low attendance state —
attendance in primary schools has been below 60% since 2010 — showed an increase in attendance this year to 71.4%.
Clearly there is something happening in Uttar Pradesh schools that makes children want to come to school and learn.

While the case of Uttar Pradesh is remarkable, there are many other success stories as well. High performing states like
Himachal Pradesh and Maharashtra, where almost half the children in Std lll in government schools could read at Std Il level
in 2018, saw a halving of this proportion in 2022. These states also posted large learning gains, almost recovering the
learning loss of the pandemic. What is clear is that for the first time, the country is coming together behind one mission of
improving Foundational Literacy and Numeracy among primary school children.

India is an extremely diverse country with a lot of variation across states. For the first time, the NEP has set clear FLN goals
for the entire country, and states are finding different pathways to achieve these goals. ASER 2024 estimates tell the story
of these efforts — a story of more than just a recovery!
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The pre-school years in India: Progress since NEP 2020

Rukmini Banerji’

Background

The National Education Policy (NEP) 2020 opened up new opportunities for building strong foundations for children’s
education in India. The policy states that “currently, children in the age group of 3-6 are not covered in the 10+2 structure
as Class 1 begins at age 6. In the new 5+3+3+4 structure, a strong base of Early Childhood Care and Education (ECCE)
from age 3 is also included, which is aimed at promoting better overall learning, development, and well-being” (p.7)

Bringing the age group of 3-6 into the ambit of the education structure is one of the key new elements in the policy. NEP
2020 states that for ages 3-8, three years of early childhood education and two years of formal schooling will together be
the “foundational stage” for education in India. While the importance of investing in children’s early years has been well
researched for years, this is the first time in India that the pre-school age group has become part of the population that the
education system has to consider.

The policy recommends that “Strong investment in ECCE has the potential to give all young children such access, enabling
them to participate and flourish in the educational system throughout their lives. Universal provisioning of quality early
childhood development, care, and education must thus be achieved as soon as possible, and no later than 2030, to ensure
that all students entering Grade 1 are school ready.” (1.1)

The policy outlines several pathways for ensuring that young children have exposure to early childhood education. Children
can be enrolled in Anganwadi Centres, also known as ICDS centres.! Another option is pre-primary classes in government
primary schools. Additionally, children could be enrolled in LKG/UKG in private schools or in free-standing early childhood
education centres.

Thus, for the age group of 3-6, NEP 2020 lays out two clear goals — universal provisioning and quality early childhood
education — both to be achieved by 2030 to ensure a strong foundation as children enter formal schooling.

What can ASER data tell us about progress towards these two goals?

How far have we come?
Pre-school coverage increasing over time

For close to twenty years, ASER has been collecting data on the enrollment patterns for children aged 3 and above.? Each
sampled household is asked where their pre-school age child is enrolled. Options include Anganwadi, pre-primary classes in
government school, and LKG/UKG in private schools. For the period of 2018 to 2024, the all-India rural figures show that
overall pre-school exposure is increasing over time for children who are aged 3, 4, and 5. By 2024, the proportion of children
of age 3 who are enrolled in some kind of early childhood education program or pre-school institution is close to 80%. The
same number for age 4 is close to 85%.

Table 1: Pre-school/ECE coverage in rural India: ASER 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children enrolled in any kind of pre-school or ECE % Children not enrolled in any kind of pre-school or
centre ECE centre

Age 3 68.1 75.8 77.4 28.8 21.7 20.7
Age 4 76.0 82.0 83.4 15.6 12.3 11.4
Age 5 58.5 62.2 71.4 8.1 55 6.2

Note: Pre-school coverage includes enrollment in anganwadis, pre-primary classes in government schools, or private sector LKG/UKG classes.

' Chief Executive Officer, Pratham Education Foundation

2|CDS stands for Integrated Child Development Scheme. Implemented by the Ministry of Women and Child Development, early childhood
education and care via Anganwadis is one of the services provided.

3 The data collection format was modified in 2018 to include more categories of pre-school institutions. Hence, for much of this article data from
2018, 2022, and 2024 will be used. The usual nationwide in-person household survey was not conducted in 2020 due to the pandemic.
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Being enrolled in some kind of early childhood institution
from as early as age 3 is important because that is where
the “foundational stage” journey for education begins.
Having approximately 80% of all rural 3-year-olds and close
to 85% of all 4-year-olds enrolled in early childhood programs
is a truly a major achievement for a country as diverse as
India.

Patterns of pre-school enrollment vary by age-group

The rural all-India picture from recent ASER surveys show
that for 3-year-olds, Anganwadis account for more than two
thirds of the enrolled population. The percentage of 3-year-
olds in Anganwadis has increased from 57% in 2018 10 67 %
in 2024. If a child is attending an Anganwadi, it is likely that
the s/he will also have access to health services, immunisation,
and nutritional support. All of these inputs are an essential
part of ensuring a child’s growth and building the foundation
of future development.

As children get older, the picture gets more diversified. The
proportion of 4-year-olds enrolled in Anganwadis was roughly
around the 50% mark in 2018 and has increased to slightly
under 60% by 2024. By age 4, depending on their location,
economic status and availability of private pre-schools in the
vicinity, families begin to consider LKG or UKG in private
schools as an option. In the time period of 2018 to 2024,
data indicates that a little over a fifth of all rural 4-year-olds
are in private pre-school classes.*

Age 5 needs special attention

Thanks to policy pronouncements and practical
considerations, age 5 has become a high priority and worthy
of close attention. While each year leading up to the time
that the child enters formal school is important, the year
prior to entering Std | is of special importance. Private schools,
even in rural areas, have had two years of pre-school as part
of their functioning structure. Within the government system,
the provisioning of this preparatory year is new and hence,
is getting attention.

In the ASER survey, households are asked if the child is in
pre-school/pre-primary classes or enrolled in primary school.
In previous years, a significant proportion (almost 25%)
nationally would be in primary school even at age 5.
However, the 2024 figures point to a positive development
— fewer underage children are currently enrolled in primary
school at least in government schools, as compared to previous
years. This is true for practically every state.

Going to school too early can be counter-productive. A child has to be cognitively and socially ready for coping with what
formal school brings, whether in terms of curricular expectations or classroom behaviours. The decrease in the proportion of
underage children in government primary schools in 2024 is welcome news. Earlier, for parents who did not have the
economic resources to send their children to private pre-school but had high educational aspirations for their children, there

4During the pandemic (2020-2022), schools, pre-schools and Anganwadis were closed. ASER 2024 data was collected almost two and half years
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was no option but to enroll their children in Std I in government school. From parents’ point of view, the rationale for this
underage admission was that an early start to schooling would benefit their children’s future chances of success. With the
implementation of NEP 2020, a variety of efforts are being made in the government sector for providing access to and
strengthening early childhood education. Hence, the clear shift in ensuring that children do not enter formal school before
age 6 is a significant structural shift which should have positive benefits in terms of children’s future development and
learning journeys.®

Current enrollment patterns for 5-year-olds reveal interesting and diverse cases across states in India. These patterns are
worth discussing, because future planning needs to be based on current realities.

First, let us look several examples of changes in enrollment patterns for 5-year-olds in states that have relatively high
Anganwadi enrollment ratios (more than 40% children are enrolled in an Anganwadi) at age 5. In each of these cases, the
enrollment patterns within the government sector have increased or stayed the same between 2018-2024. In Gujarat, a
large proportion of children aged 5 are now enrolled in the pre-primary class in school but in the other states (shown in Table
2), the proportion of children aged 5 enrolled in Anganwadis has increased.

Table 2: Shifts in age 5 enrollment patterns across different institutions over time: Selected states ASER 2018 & 2024

% Children enrolled in % Ch||dr¢n A
re-school or ECE centres enrolled in Children
P Selglole]! not
provision
Govt aenmouz(rje pre-school
pre- Govt Pvt WY or school)
primary
Madhya (2018 24.4 | 04 | 233 | 320 | 13.0 6.7 | 100 56.8 s Increase in anganwadi
Pradesh 15054 409 | 14 | 244 | 167 | 137 | 29 | 100 | 590 enroliment
S 2018/ 364 | 0.7 17.0 | 274 | 6.3 115 | 100 64.4 o5 Increase in anganwadi
2024 483 0.4 184 | 191 | 42 88 | 100 67.8 enrollment
West 2018/ 440 | 96 | 215 | 168 | 3.0 5.1 100 70.4 0s Increase in anganwadi
Bengal 15074 553 | 103 | 238 | 60 | 18 27 | 100 | 715 enroliment
2018/ 528 | 06 1.8 | 272 | 68 09 | 100 80.5 . .
Odisha 18.0 Increase in anganwadi
2024 704 | 0.4 15.0 | 9.2 4.4 0.7 | 100 80.0 enroliment
St 2018/ 54.9 2.3 118 | 230 | 53 2.7 | 100 80.2 . Big increase in govt
2024| 544 | 238 | 145 | 49 1.0 13 | 100 | 83.1 pre-primary enroliment

Next, there are some cases of changes in enrollment patterns
for 5-year-olds in states that have relatively low Anganwadi
enrollment ratios (less than 20% children enrolled in an
Anganwadi at age 5). In some cases, like Himachal Pradesh,
Punjab, and Jammu and Kashmir, there has been a shift in
enrollment into pre-primary classes in school. In Rajasthan,
underage enrollment in school has been accompanied by
an increase in 5-year-olds in Anganwadis and also in private
LKG/UKG. In Haryana, there is a clear change in the private
sector. In 2024, there is higher enrollment in private LKG/
UKG.

°The shift in the age distribution in Std | is also clearly visible in ASER data. Nationally, from 2014 to 2022, age-grade distributions were relatively

unchanged. In 2022, the percentage of children aged 5 and below in government schools was 30.3%. This number has fallen to 18.2% in 2024.
In fact, all India ASER 2024 figures indicate that the proportion of “underage” children in government schools is now very close to that of private
schools (15%) in Std I.
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Table 3: Shifts in age 5 enroliment patterns across different institutions over time: Selected states
ASER 2018 & 2024

% Children % Percentage

% Children enrolled in %

pre-school or ECE centres el I Children |point drop
school not in govt
Govt Pvt enrolr:ed grr:—\g;%r(])l
pre- LKG/ | Govt Pvt |anywhere or school)
primary | UKG
Himachal 2018/ 158 | 59 | 362 | 214 | 189 1.7 | 100 | 431 Pre-primary (govt)
Pradesh 15.2 increase & LKG/UKG
2024 7.4 27.9 | 50.1 6.2 7.1 1.3 | 100 415 (pvt) increase
2018/ 5.4 8.2 570 | 17.0 | 10.6 1.8 | 100 30.6 Pre-primary (govt)
Punjab -0.7 increase & LKG/UKG
2024 2.4 218 | 493 | 17.7 | 85 0.3 | 100 41.9 (pvt) increase
Jammu & 2018] 9.7 13.4 | 423 | 188 | 938 6.1 100 41.8 s Pre-primary (govt)
Kashmir 15004/ 112 | 271 | 439 | 111 | 4.1 26 | 100 | 494 Increase
Haryans 2018/ 4.0 2.1 469 | 207 | 22.0 4.4 | 100 26.7 - LKG/UKG (pvt) increase
2024 87 | 62 | 527 | 142 | 137 | 43 | 100 | 291 & school (pvt) decrease
2018/ 116 1.0 16.7 | 399 | 216 89 | 100 52.5 AW enrollment increase
Rajasthan 14.2 & increase in LKG/UKG
2024 19.1 34 | 223 | 257 | 212 82 | 100 48.1 (pvt)

Provisioning patterns have important implications for quality and children’s future pathways

Just to remind ourselves, NEP 2020 speaks about “universal provisioning of quality early childhood development, care, and
education must thus be achieved as soon as possible, and no later than 2030, to ensure that all students entering Grade 1
are school ready.” (1.1)

With clear and impressive progress in pre-school provision, this is the right time to think about different dimensions of
quality. The current situation with 5-year-olds may be a useful way to think about how provisioning patterns can be planned
and linked to quality and future pathways.

In the government sector, children come into Std | with different past exposures to early childhood education. Depending on
the state, the Anganwadi instructor may have recently received training on early childhood education, or not.

Some states have had pre-primary classes in school for some years (like Assam’s “Ka-Shreni”). Others like Himachal
Pradesh and Punjab have embedded these grades in their primary schools in the last few years. In the same school, it is
likely that the curriculum, instruction, activities, and materials in the pre-primary class and Std | have been designed to be
aligned and possibly on a continuum. The disadvantage is that the pre-primary class may not have a dedicated teacher.
Usually existing teachers in the primary school system have been deployed to work with the pre-primary grades, often in
addition to their usual work.

Whether with ICDS or the education departments, there is considerable ongoing public discussion and action. Much less is
known about the private school sector and how private schools deal with the pre-primary classes. This is the case, despite
the fact that in many states, private players play a substantial role in the provision of pre-primary education.

It is worth noting that the NEP 2020 document mentions that “the overarching goal will be to ensure universal access to
high-quality ECCE across the country in a phased manner.” (1.4).

Broadly, looking at implementation by state governments so far, three major strategies are visible for the current phase
(from when schools opened after the pandemic till now):

B In states where a substantial proportion of 5-year-old children are currently enrolled in Anganwadis, a practical
step has been to strengthen the early childhood education component in the ICDS system via training and on-site
support. This is being done in states like Andhra Pradesh and Delhi.
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B Instates where pre-primary classes have been started in government primary schools, existing teachers have been
trained for dealing with this age group (like in Himachal Pradesh and Punjab). A special mention should be made
of Gujarat. By strictly mandating 6 as the age criteria for entry into Std | and creating a pre-primary grade
(Balvatika), Gujarat government schools have seen a major shift in the age distribution of cohorts proceeding
through the primary grades. Although there are six classes in primary school (one pre-primary and five primary
grades), at least one grade (Std | last year and Std Il in this school year) has very few children. Primary school
teachers who deal with the “Balvatika” class have been trained on ECE and schools have been given appropriate
materials.

B In addition, most states have implemented the “Vidya Pravesh” program — a three month school readiness phase
in the first three months of Std I. More than 75% of the government schools that were visited as part of ASER
2024 reported doing school readiness programs for Std I, both in the current and previous academic year.

Looking ahead: Challenges and opportunities

The "foundational stage” of education as defined by NEP 2020 gives the country an opportunity to “leap forward”. If
children begin education with a strong base, they will not encounter learning difficulties or deficits as they move ahead in
their educational career. This is our best bet for a better future.

For this investment to pay off, we have to invest well and early. The foundational stage stretches across pre-primary and
early grades in primary school. Since schools re-opened after the pandemic, energetic efforts are visible in many states for
improving quality and outcomes in Std | and Il. In the pre-primary section of the foundational stage, India has made
significant and substantial progress with provision. Now attention needs to be paid to how quality will improve in the early
childhood education space.

There are at least three factors that need to be considered for planning for quality ECE in a phased manner so that goals are
achieved by 2030.

First, it is essential that any planning process starts with a through and grounded understanding of current realities. ASER
and UDISE provide some data for this age group, but more comprehensive and continuous data collection efforts are
needed to provide relevant information on a timely basis for decision making.

Second, budget considerations are crucial. A key recommendation of NEP 2020 is to “recruit workers/teachers specially
trained in the curriculum and pedagogy of ECCE” (1.4). The current budgetary allocations for pre-primary spending in the
education sector can enable an instructor to be on-boarded at a “para teacher” level of payment. While this can be an
interim arrangement, education departments need to work out a longer run commitment to budget allocations and processes
for identifying, recruiting, training, supporting, and sustaining dedicated teachers for the pre-primary grades who can
provide the high quality education envisaged in NEP 2020. Within the Anganwadi system, if the early childhood education
component is to be given higher priority, the requirement for additional resources must be clearly specified and projected.
Between the two arms of the government that deal with young children (the Ministry of Education and the Ministry of
Women and Child Development), priorities, plans, and practices need to be aligned with the vision and goals of NEP 2020
for effective implementation. This is urgently needed at national and state levels.

Third, the “foundational stage” has been envisioned as a continuum not just in terms of provision, but also in terms of
curriculum, material, training, instruction, monitoring, support, and assessment. In the last few years, there have been
important milestones for building the system-wide base of the foundational stage. The National Curriculum Framework for
the Foundational Stage (NCF-FS) was released well before that of higher grades. A special assessment of Std Il (Foundational
Learning Study or FLS 2022), and the release of new kits for this age group (such as “Jadui Pitara”) are all examples of the
high priority that the foundational stage is being given by the central government and by the states. This effort needs to be
maintained and strengthened so that every successive cohort that passes through the foundational stage emerges stronger
by the time they reach Std Ill. At the same time, similar high energy implementation seen in the first two grades in primary
school needs to be connected with the early childhood section of the foundational stage in each state.

A final point is worth raising. Educational levels of parents of young children have changed substantially in the last decade.®
Ten years ago, in 2014, 43% of mothers and 25% of fathers of children age 3-8 had no schooling. By 2024, this number has
dropped to 24% for mothers and 16% for fathers. At the same time, the proportion of mothers who have completed
primary school or higher has gone from 43% to more than 64% in the same time period. The corresponding increase for
fathers is from 61% to 72%. How to effectively leverage this substantial rise in human capital in the family is also an
important factor to consider.

& For each surveyed child, ASER collects information on the number of years of schooling that their father and mother have completed.



In conclusion

NEP 2020 has laid out bold and ambitious goals for the country. In one of the clearest statements ever for quality education,
it states that,

“Attaining foundational literacy and numeracy for all children will thus become an urgent national mission, with
immediate measures to be taken on many fronts and with clear goals that will be attained in the short term
(including that every student will attain foundational literacy and numeracy by Grade 3). The highest priority of the
education system will be to achieve universal foundational literacy and numeracy in primary school by 2025. The
rest of this Policy will become relevant for our students only if this most basic learning requirement (i.e., reading,
writing, and arithmetic at the foundational level) is first achieved.” (2.2)

Today, more than a 100 million children are in the “foundational stage” age group. How we equip and support these
children in the next five years will decide what India will be like twenty five years from now. We have made rapid progress
in provisioning for education for pre-schoolers. Similar momentum, energy and effort for ensuring quality in early childhood
education will be the highest impact investment India can make for the rest of this century.

,l




From policy to practice: Reflections on NEP 2020 in the classroom

Suman Bhattacharjea’, Shweta Bhutada? Akanksha Bisht?

NEP 2020 and the focus on FLN

The National Education Policy (NEP) 2020 frames universal acquisition of Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) as an
urgent national mission, stating that “The rest of this Policy will become relevant for our students only if this most basic
learning requirement (i.e., reading, writing, and arithmetic at the foundational level) is first achieved”. Since the release of
the policy, central and state governments have put enormous efforts into rolling out programs intended to meet the goal of
ensuring that every child acquires FLN by Std II, the end of the newly designated ‘foundational stage’ of education for 3-8-
year-olds.

The National Initiative for Proficiency in Reading with Understanding and Numeracy (NIPUN) Bharat Mission provides a
roadmap for achieving these objectives. The extensive guidelines published in 2021 lay out the mission’s implementation,
defining the learning goals that must be achieved at every step of the foundational stage to ensure that this objective is
achieved by 2026/27. It also lays out desired classroom teaching-learning practices, such as creating an inclusive classroom
environment, using innovative play- and activity-based approaches, and ensuring availability and usage of Teaching Learning
Material (TLM), among others.

This national mission has subsequently been adapted and contextualised at the state level, and as of January 2025, all
states and Union Territories in India are implementing FLN programs in some form. Capacity building programs on FLN for
teachers and interventions such as ‘Vidya Pravesh’, a 3-month play-based school preparation module for students entering
Std I, are common across most states, while other initiatives may be specific to one or a subset of states.

ASER 2024 provides some indicators of the percolation of these policy pushes to individual schools. More than 80% of the
15,728 schools across the country that were visited as part of the survey reported having received a directive from the
government to implement FLN activities for Std I-lll in both the current and previous academic years, and TLM other than
textbooks was observed in more than 85% Std | and Il classrooms. The survey data also shows that in over 75% of the
schools visited, at least one teacher had received in-person training on FLN. However, little information is available — either
in ASER or from other sources — on how these initiatives have translated into changes in teaching-learning in the classroom.

In mid-2024, prior to the rollout of the ASER 2024 survey, an ASER Centre team set out to explore this question. We did so
in two ways. First, a classroom observation tool was designed and piloted to capture key elements of the classroom
environment and the nature of the interactions taking place within it. Based on these observations, an interview guide was
developed to explore observed teachers’ perspectives on teaching and learning, understand what they thought had changed
post NEP 2020, and what challenges remained. This ‘deep dive’ exercise was conducted in Std Il classrooms in 24 schools
spread across one district each in 8 states, reflecting a variety of geographies and socioeconomic and educational conditions
(Assam, Chhattisgarh, Himachal Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, Odisha, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh, and West Bengal). In each
district, a convenience sample of one remote rural school, one well-connected rural school, and one urban school was
chosen. A total of 45 lessons were observed in these 24 classrooms, and subsequently conversations were held with all 24
teachers. More details on sampling and methods are provided in Annexure 11; this article describes key findings and
takeaways from this exercise. All the tables referenced in this article are also presented in Annexure 11.

Classroom composition

The Std Il students and teachers whom we observed were studying and working in teaching-learning contexts that varied
enormously from school to school, depending on the number of classrooms and teachers available, and the number of
students in each grade. These differences had less to do with physical infrastructure (all these schools had water, electricity,
toilets, and other key facilities) than with the combination of grades sitting together.

The following table summarises these characteristics for the classes in our sample. While the RTE (Right of Children to Free
and Compulsory Education Act, 2009) and NEP 2020-prescribed teacher to student ratio of 1:30 was exceeded in only 3 of
these 24 classrooms* (one each in West Bengal, Himachal Pradesh, and Chhattisgarh), the grade composition varied
enormously.

' Director of Research, ASER Centre
2 Senior Project Lead, ASER Centre
3 Content & Research Associate, ASER Centre

4 For the sake of convenience, we use the term ‘classroom’ to denote a set of students taught by a single teacher during the observation, even
though 2 of these 24 ‘classrooms’ were actually outside (one in a verandah, one outdoors).



Table: Student composition in sampled Std Il classrooms

Which other grades were sitting with Std Il on the day |How many students were in the

District/ School of the observation? class?
State location
Pre-primary Std | Std I Std IV
. Rural
P
rimary remote X X X X X 12 0 12
Ea:nlrup Secondar Rurelhwell
ural, . X X X X X 19 0 19
Assam
Primary Urban X X X X X 13 0 13
. Rural
Primary remote X Yes X X X 9 13 22
Gariyaband, : Rural well
Chhattisgarh Primary connected X A 1ES X X . > 9
Higher
Urban
Secondary X X X X X 51 0 51
. Rural
Primar
Yy remote X X Yes X X 7 2 9
Solan, Rural well
Himachal Primary connected Yes X X X X 13 6 19
Pradesh
Primary Urban X X X X X 33 0 33
Rural
. Secondary remote X Yes X X X 5 4 9
aisen
' Higher Rural well
Madhya X Yes X X X 24 5 29
Pradesh SeLcJ(s;(i?ry connected
Primary Urban X X X X X 10 0 10
. Rural
Primar
! y remote X Yes Yes Yes Yes 2 19 21
Puri, Upper Rural well
Odisha Primary onEciEd X Yes Yes X X 5 8 13
Upper
Prfr’rf’ary Urban X Yes Yes Yes Yes 2 19 21
. Rural
Primar
y remote X Yes X X X 4 2 6
Ajmer, Higher Rural well
Rajasthan Secondary | connected X VS X X X 12 2 14
Higher
Secondary Urban X Yes Yes X X 7 12 19
. Rural
. Primary remote X Yes Yes Yes Yes 7 9 16
Sitapur, Rural well
Uttar Primary X X X X X 14 0 14
Pradesh . connected
pper
Primary Urban X Yes Yes Yes X 4 25 29
. Rural
Primary remote X X X X X 18 0 18
North 24 Rural well
Parganas, Primary R X X X X X 35 0 35
West Bengal
Primary Urban X X X X X 13 0 13

Only 10 classrooms were exclusively for Std Il students, while the other 14 were multigrade. The schools visited as part of
ASER 2024 had a similar proportion of multigrade Std Il classrooms (more than 60%). In our sample of 24 schools, regardless
of class strength, all 3 classrooms visited in Assam and West Bengal were single grade classrooms for Std II; in Rajasthan and
Odisha, all 3 classrooms were multigrade. In most other states the larger urban school in the sample had single grade
classrooms, while in the rural remote and rural well-connected schools, they were multigrade.

Annual Status of Education Report 2024 | 27



Moreover, teaching was by no means teachers’ only
responsibility. In one school, one of the two teachers
appointed was also the acting Head Teacher, and was
additionally responsible for the newly created pre-primary
class. In many schools, teachers told us that the focus on
collecting and documenting student-level outcomes has
increased time spent on reporting at the expense of time
available for teaching.

Children in Std 1 to 3 do not know how to read in the
beginning, | start them with vowels and consonants, then
when they learn to read a little, | start teaching them how
to read words. These 3 classes sit together, similarly Std 4
and 5 sit together, | teach them one day and then they
keep doing their work. First, | ask them to read, then
make them understand and do question/answer exercise,
if something is left then [ give it to them as homework.
Right now there are some children [in Std 4 and 5] who
are not able to read, so | group them together and do
activities that | do with Std 2 and 3. Overall, if the child
knows how to read a book, then he can handle the other
subjects easily, there is no problem.

[Teacher, Rajasthan]

Teachers and teaching

Despite this, in almost all of the classrooms we visited,
teachers were present and involved with teaching-learning
activities: what is known as teachers’ 'time on task’® was
very high (Annexure 11, Table 5). Even in cases where the
teacher was not actively working with the Std Il students
who were the focus of our observation, this was often because they were working with another grade sitting in the same
classroom or attending to other school tasks, such as checking notebooks.

We summarise below some key aspects of these teachers’ teaching practice that we observed and subsequently talked to
them about, categorised into two broad areas: attitudes towards young children in the ‘foundational’ stage, and teaching
methods and materials used in the classroom.

Attitude towards young children

Our conversations with teachers made it clear that one key
message that has been understood and accepted is that the
early years of school require a different approach to teaching-
learning. Without explicit prompting, many teachers spoke
about what makes the ‘foundational’ age group special and
why young children need to be treated differently. They
articulated the importance of the transition from home to school and described how young children needed to enjoy coming
to school and not feel afraid before focusing on their studies. It was interesting to note that this conception of teaching-
learning extended beyond the initial few months after children join school, to the entire foundational stage of schooling.

They are young children, we have to pamper them a little
bit. If we create a fearful atmosphere, they won't even
come to school. It is important for them to be fond of us.
If they do not get attached to us, then how will they be
attached to their studies? [Teacher, Chhattisgarh]

Notably, these attitudes were not only articulated during the interview, they were also visible in teachers’ actions in the
classroom. Most teachers knew their students by name and many exhibited warm, positive behaviours towards them, such
as praising or encouraging one or more students and smiling, laughing or joking with them (Annexure 11, Table 7).
Although some amount of verbal abuse, physical punishment, and other forms of what we categorise as ‘discouraging’
behaviours were also observed, for the most part teachers’ treatment of these young students did seem to reflect an overall
understanding that gentleness and warmth is more important than discipline at this early stage in their school trajectories.

However, this attitude did not always extend to the belief
that all children can learn. Despite these feelings of kindness
and understanding towards young children, many teachers

| (Interviewer): What do you do to support those [students]
who don't come [to school] daily?

continued to categorise students into “bright” students who
can learn and “weak” ones who cannot. As discussed below,
students’ abilities and learning levels did not appear to inform
observed teachers’ overall approach to classroom teaching.

Teaching methods

At first glance, the teaching-learning activities taking place
in these classrooms look quite similar to traditional chalk-

T (Teacher): First, | tell them how to complete [the task],
then | ask them to read what they have done. Sometimes,
| ask other children to teach them. This is how | approach
it. Some children are able to catch up, however, some
are weak, so they remain weak. Their mind is weak, so
despite my persistent effort, they are only able to learn a
little after a long time. [Teacher, Madhya Pradesh]

and-talk methods. Across the 215 ‘snapshots’ taken in these 45 lessons, teachers were most often doing whole-group
teaching activities, mainly speaking to or asking questions to the whole [Std Il] class (referred to as ‘one-way’ or ‘two-way’
interaction in Annexure 11, Table 5). More than three-quarters of the time, they were standing or sitting in front of the class
while teaching.

°In this context, ‘time on task’ refers to the proportion of time that a teacher is engaged in active instruction during a lesson. Students’ ‘time on
task’ is the proportion of time that students engage with learning activities during a lesson.



However, many teachers were doing things differently. In the majority of these lessons, teachers tried to ensure that most
students participated in some way, including by going up to students sitting in the middle or back of the class (30 of the 45
lessons observed). Many teachers tried to contextualise the content for their students by using local examples (27 of 45
lessons), and some interacted with students in local languages (8 of 45 lessons). In 17% of the snapshots where teachers
were observed engaging with students in Std Il, they used some form of TLM (other than textbooks): materials on the walls,
workbooks or practice books, occasionally puzzles or games. In almost 15% of the snapshots, teachers were either moving
around the class, or else sitting on the ground with their students. While these kinds of practices were still not dominant in
the teaching methods we observed, they seemed to reflect both a shift in focus and understanding of their role in the
classroom as well as the difficulties of implementing some of the NIPUN guidelines given the ground realities that teachers
face. We return to some of these challenges at the end of this article.

Students

NIPUN guidelines emphasise creating a classroom that has an interactive learning environment, encouraging students to
think, express, and collaborate. Teachers are encouraged to create a child-friendly classroom to engage every child in
reading, writing, and early math, using contextually relevant activities that progress from simple to complex; a play-based
medium of learning, and a print- and material-rich setting is central to such a classroom.

As described earlier, these classrooms did seem to be friendly.
Students were mostly treated with kindness and were not
scared of their teachers — in fact sometimes the very opposite
was observed.

When the teacher entered the classroom, all the children
ran toward her — some to touch her feet, others to give
her a hug — and she also embraced them. She then
addressed the class, reminding them of what she had
taught them to do when someone comes to the class:
“Say good morning!” [Field notes, Rajasthan]

However, this rarely translated into differences in the kinds
of learning activities that most students were engaged in
(Annexure 10, Table 8). Teachers do engage students for
most of the time, but as mentioned earlier their methods are often more traditional than laid out in the NIPUN Guidelines.
There were only 4 snapshots where most students were doing a play-based learning activity; in 55 snapshots students were
engaged in choral repetition either led by the teacher or another student. In about a quarter of these snapshots students
were doing a writing activity (64)° - either copying or taking dictation (independent writing was not recorded in any of the
snapshots). Small-group activities were observed in just one classroom. Perhaps most strikingly, despite the influx of TLM
into schools across the country, students were observed using any form of TLM other than textbooks and notebooks in just
6 snapshots (Annexure 10, Table 9).

Concluding thoughts

The exercise of examining FLN-related policy prescriptions,
state level interventions, and how these translate into
teachers’ daily practice in the classroom generated a set of
overarching reflections that we share below by way of
conclusions.

m Policy provides a starting point, and the rationale for
why FLN is important and how best to ensure that
students in the initial years of primary school acquire
these skills are ideas that appear to have been
communicated clearly and on scale. In all 8 states
that we included and in most of the schools that we

visited, teachers articulated this new focus and for
the most part approved of it. Aspects of the new
approach that required attitudinal shifts rather than
new pedagogical practices were visible in their
classrooms.

States have adopted and adapted these policy
prescriptions in different ways; but the large-scale
rollout of FLN training programs for teachers is

In FLN, the focus is on basic language and math skills.
Children understand in their own language and learn how
to read, write and ask. Math is just as important. Children
learn to identify digits, read and write numbers and
understand other foundational concepts. To teach this,
systematic worksheets are provided. The syllabus is
designed in a way that children learn the fundamentals
and develop on it further. [Teacher, Odisha]

6 These were not mutually exclusive options since students could have been doing multiple activities at the same time, for example simultaneously
listening to the teacher and writing in their notebooks.



common to all. Trainers explain these new approaches
regarding what and how to teach, including in some
instances how to use the new TLM. However, even
this limited deep dive into 24 classrooms shows
clearly that it is not possible to teach Std Il the same
way in every school. As part of their training, teachers
have limited opportunities to identify and discuss these
challenges, or figure out how best to address them.
These concerns were expressed in different ways by
some teachers we spoke to. Going forward, creating
spaces for practice, discussion, and adaptation may
be vital to increasing uptake.

Consequently, post-training support systems to

I: Madam, you are saying many children come here from
different areas [outside of Himachal], so naturally, the
native language of these children will also be different.
So how do you tackle that challenge? Because here we
speak our Himachali.

T: Yes, yes, yes. Absolutely, absolutely! Sir, the issue is
that in other regions you have to work on students' English
but here you also have to work on students' Hindi. Sir,
you will be surprised to hear this, but my teaching
experience has been that the children who have come
here from outside, their Hindi is much better than our
Himachali children. Because they speak in Hindi and their
Hindi is fine, but we speak in pahadi, so we have a pahadi

teachers are of vital importance, and here states differ
markedly in the amount and type of support they
provide. In some states, the teachers we spoke to
were unable to name any form of support available
to them post the FLN training. In others, trainers are
available to be consulted if teachers wish to do so. In
still others, regular “monitoring” visits from officials
ensure that the focus on FLN is not lost, but they
check compliance with data collection protocols rather than teaching-learning in the classroom. In just a couple of
cases, teachers spoke about block or district level officials actually demonstrating how to do a particular activity
in the classroom.

accent that comes [while speaking Hindli]. Then confusion
happens like the extra vowel of 'a' in the dialect here.
And people who come from Bihar, Jharkhand, Uttar
Pradesh, their Hindi is refined. They speak good Hindl.
There is no problem with them. We face problem in
teaching local children because you have to teach them
Hindi as well. [Teacher, Himachal Pradesh]

B Absent the space to practice and then adapt the new methods and materials as needed, teachers are often
unable to make full use of the guidelines and materials provided to them. To take just one example, even though
the focus on TLM was clear to all the teachers we spoke to, those who actually used any form of TLM in the
classroom did so in ‘demonstration’ mode — in all but one case it was the teacher using the TLM, not the students.
Getting TLM into students’ hands requires a great deal more thought, very often about practical, rather than
pedagogical, questions. For example, in states where teachers are given funds to make their own TLM rather than
provided with pre-decided kits, teachers worried about finding time to make materials for all students in the class,
and also about the material getting torn or broken quickly — since they themselves have to remake it. Others had
no place to store TLM in the classroom, and bringing
armfuls of materials for students, separately for each
grade present in the classroom, presented significant
logistical challenges. Still others had been provided
TLM kits but were unclear about how and when to
use them.

T: We try, we accept the challenge. We never back down,
you must have seen all the charts. All the TLM is there,
we have made a lot of it, but the damp walls ruin it. Then
we don‘t feel like making it again, it will all be ruined
after two months. [Teacher, Uttar Pradesh]

B Perhaps most crucially, decisions on what and how to teach are still based primarily on syllabus completion. A key
element of the NIPUN Bharat guidelines is continuous and comprehensive School Based Assessments which can
help to identify students’ strengths and early learning gaps and difficulties, so as to potentiate their performance
and scaffold it through learning support. The assessment under NIPUN Bharat focuses on the goals or ‘lakshyas’
that the mission sets out, and the recommended assessment tools include observation, project work, assignments,
oral questions, portfolios, self and peer assessment, and holistic progress cards, among others. However, at the
state level, continuous and comprehensive evaluation (CCE) often takes the form of formative and summative
assessments of curriculum content, conducted in the traditional pen-and-paper format. Although teachers in
several states talked about monthly FLN-specific assessments, almost none spoke about using FLN assessment
results to inform their classroom practice. Resolving the inherent contradiction between ensuring universal FLN
and syllabus completion is a question that the system has yet to reckon with in a systematic way.

There is little doubt that some things have changed for the better since the rollout of NIPUN Bharat and its adaptations
across the country. Whether or not the specific recommendations of NIPUN are in place on the ground, the clear focus on
FLN goals, and the resultant visibility of FLN in schools and among teachers, is in itself a big step forward. This is reflected
in the fact that for the first time in 20 years of ASER, learning levels in the foundational stage have improved substantially



across the country, a change mostly driven by government schools. This ‘deep dive’ exercise provided many examples of
positive attitudes and practices, some of which are excerpted below. Identifying, recognising and building upon the work of
teachers like these will encourage many more to follow.

Opinions on NIPUN

T: It's called foundation, right? If we build a strong foundation, then in the future the pillar will be strong. My effort for
the last 3-4 years has been to do my best...many older students are not able to read, so the government's effort is also
for children to learn the foundational skills right at the beginning. Under NIPUN Bharat, all children will learn to read
and write by 2027. [Teacher, Madhya Pradesh]

Teaching-learning material

I: How do you use those [FLN kits]?

T: We use them during the class like the mathematics kit for the 4-5 periods on math. Our students learn rectangle,
triangle all the shapes from that kit. There is a geo board. Children learn from that as well. We have a necklace, it is
made of 100 beads. Students use it to learn counting and other basic things like add, subtract, multiply. Students can
learn different kinds of mathematical concepts from that. [Teacher, Odisha]

I: Do you use games to teach? or TLM?

T: Yes, | use TLM, especially for mathematics. | draw five birds and then erase two. They find images fun. If they don't
understand what subtraction is, then | erase it [the drawing] to explain it. | try to use different ways of explanation, one
that they would find the most useful. [Teacher, West Bengal]

Attitude towards young children

T: The best teacher is the one who can understand the child's psychology, catch their mood just by looking at their face
and expressions. So my effort is that if the child wants to learn through a poem, | will teach through a poem; if s/he
wants to learn through a joke, | will teach using a joke. If someone understands better through anecdotes, then | will
narrate an incident. In this way the child gets interested that Sir tells us new stories, narrates new poems, teaches us so
well. So, my effort is that the children participate and also learn something. | also enjoy it. [Teacher, Madhya Pradesh]

Lesson planning

T: Currently we are following the guidelines shared by the government. We do not make anything on our own. We
adjust ourselves according to that. What is there in the quide, like today is our six week and fifth day. [Teacher, Uttar
Pradesh]

Peer learning and grouping

T: Yes, in [Std] T there is grouping. Admissions are done in such a way, that some get admission early and some get
admission a little late. Then groups are formed on this basis. [Teacher, Himachal Pradesh]

I: Ma'am, how do you make groups?
T: We group one child who understands quickly with two other children. It's called peer learning. [Teacher, Himachal Pradesh]
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ASER 2024 Survey process summary

Ateam of two volunteers goesto the village assigned to them by their ASER Master Trainer.

Onceinthe village, volunteers meet the Sarpanch/village representative. During the meeting, they:
®m  Explainwhat ASERisand why itisimportant.

®  Give them the 'Letter for Sarpanch' and request their cooperation to conduct the survey in the
village.

The volunteers then walk around the entire village and:

= Make a rough map of the village, marking the important landmarks. Once the volunteers have
verified the rough map with the help of villagers, they make a final map in the survey booklet.

= Fillthe Village Information Sheet based on what they observe in the village.

The volunteers visit the largest government school with primary sections in the village. They:

®  Meet the Head Teacher/the most senior teacher, and explain what ASER is and why it is
important.

m  Give them the 'Letter for the Head Teacher’ and ask for permission to collect information about
the school.

Next, the volunteers begin surveying the households . They:
®=  Dividethe mapinto4 hamlets or select 4 hamlets in case the village has several hamlets.

®  Randomly select 5 households with children from each hamlet/section using the 'every 5th
householdrule'.

®  Survey atotal of 20 households with children aged 3-16 from the 4 selected sections/hamlets.

®  Record some basic information about all the households they visit during the survey in the
Household Log Sheet.

In each surveyed household, the volunteers:
m  Recordinformation about all childreninthe age group of 3-16 years.

m  Assess the basic reading and arithmetic levels of children in the age group of 5-16 years and
record the highest level that they can do comfortably.

m  Askchildreninthe age group of 14-16 years about their smartphone usage and administer a set of
digital tasks.

®m  Recordinformation about household assets.

After all 20 households are surveyed, the volunteers submit the completed survey booklet to their
ASER Master Trainer.




Domains covered in ASER, 2005-20241

Child information

Indicator/Year mm 2007 | 2008 m 2010 m 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2016 m 2022 | 2024
EECE——.—— 4 a @
I 1 o e o o vy

Tuition status
Tuition fees

School attendance last week (for enrolled children)

General information

Smartphone access and usage’

Basic reading

Basic arithmetic

English (reading and meaning)
Bonus tool’ (application of math to everyday tasks)

Digital skills*

Assessment

Reading comprehension

Word problems (arithmetic)

Writing

Father's age and education

Mother's age and education

Mother's mobile test (ability to dial a number)

Household information

Indicator/Year mm 2007 | 2008 | 2009

Type of house

Electricity connection -

2022 | 2024

]
]
Television -
Toilet -
Motorised 4-wheeler

Motorised 2-wheeler

Newspaper/reading material

Mobile phone

N
o
prs
—y
N
o
=
N
N
o
prs
(=]

Household assets

Smartphone

Internet access

Domestic animals
DVD/VCD player
No. of HH® members who eat from the same kitchen

HH members who can use computer

HH members who have completed Std Xl
Language spoken at home

Occupation of HH children living outside village

c
o
2
1]
£
£
o
2
i
=
]
<
s
(¢]

Age and education of adult females in the HH

Reading task for adult female in the HH

! This chart provides a summary of the ASER domains across all 'basic’ ASER surveys, excluding the alternate-year surveys conducted in 2017,
2019, 2020, 2021, and 2023.

24 These were asked/administered to children aged 14-16 years.

3 Bonus tool tasks varied over the years.

°>Both motorised and non-motorised vehicles were recorded and were reported as one indicator.

5HH refers to household.
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School information’

T
R
I

Classroom observation (Std Il and IV)

Classroom observation (Std | and II)

School facilities® -
Mid-day meal -
R |

Medium of instruction

School grants information

N
o
o

School maintenance activities
School Management Committee
Continuous and Comprehensive Evaluation

School Development Plan

Pre-primary class/anganwadi on campus

Provision of textbooks/uniforms

Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN):
Training and Implementation

Physical educati

Village information
Indicator/Year mm
Private schools
Government schools

Pre-school/anganwadi

Post office
Electricity connection
Pucca road to the village

health clinic
Computer centre/internet café
Government primary/sub-health centre
Public Distribution System (PDS) shop
Solar energy equipment
STD booth

ASHA volunteer

=

’In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about schools in this
report is based on these visits.

8From 2010 onwards, school facilities observations included observable RTE (Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act, 2009)
indicators.
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ASER 2024 Assessment tasks

ASER is a ‘floor test’ that focuses on basic reading and arithmetic, rather than grade-level competencies. The testing
process is designed to record the highest level that each child can comfortably achieve.

Testing is conducted at home, rather than in schools, so as to include out of school children and children attending
different types of schools. All children in the age group of 5-16 in a sampled household are tested using the same tools,
irrespective of age, grade, or schooling status. Every ‘basic’ ASER survey comprises the reading and arithmetic tools,
along with a ‘bonus section’ designed to assess additional competencies such as English reading and comprehension or
applied arithmetic. In 2024, for the first time, ASER included a set of digital tasks to assess children aged 14-16 on their
ability to do simple tasks on their smartphones.

The ASER testing process incorporates various measures to capture the best that each child can do. Volunteers are
trained to build rapport with children and create a supportive environment for testing. Children are given sufficient time
to do each task in the assessment. The testing process is designed to be adaptive to the child’s ability so that she does
not have to attempt all the levels. Thus, at the core of the test design is the child’s comfort and a commitment to
accurately record the highest level the child can achieve.

This section outlines the ASER testing process used to assess each child on reading, arithmetic, and digital tasks. The
ASER tool is available in English, Hindi, and 17 other regional languages.

Reading tasks

All children are assessed using a simple reading tool. The reading test has 4 tasks:

Letters: Set of commonly used letters.
Words: Common, familiar words with 2 letters and 1 or 2 matras/syllables.

Std I level text: Set of 4 simple linked sentences, each having no more than 6 words. These words (or their equivalents)
are in the Std | textbooks of the states.

Std Il level text: A short story with 7-10 sentences. The sentence construction is straightforward, with commonly used
words and contexts familiar to the children. These words (or their equivalents) are in the Std Il textbooks used in different
states.

While developing the reading tool in each regional language, care is taken to ensure that there is:

Comparability with previous years’ tools with respect to word count, sentence count, types of words, and the use of
conjoint letters in words.

Compatibility with the vocabulary and sentence construction used in Std | and Std Il language textbooks of the states.
Familiarity of words and context, established through extensive field piloting.

Sample: Reading test (Hindi)'

Std Il level text Std | level text
o o e 7w v
> g W UFH ol e B
9| SIS 71 T W& ot | A B R
T el ST b1 7 b | I8 lel THCR @Kl |
T a1 T 9t =0
B qTER MY | FAT 3 IR Letters Words
Pl IS A TCHBI el 2 9 @ p— -
T w9 3 fAeer @a AN
o el A T R e @ e
aER T W geR o s 3 = "
SreTa-gerd X 8 TS| = = e

! This is a sample. It has been shortened to a more concise layout for the purposes of this report. However, the four components or ‘levels’ of the
tool remain the same in the full version. Assessments in reading are conducted in 19 languages across the country.



How to test reading?

Start
here

Ask the child to read either of the 2 paragraphs.

Std | level text (Paragraph)

Let the child choose the paragraph herself. If she does not choose, then give her any one paragraph to read.
Ask her to place her finger on the text and read it. Listen carefully to how she reads.

\ 4

The child is not at “Paragraph Level’ if she:

m Reads the paragraph like a string of words, rather
than sentences.

m Reads the paragraph haltingly and stops very often.

m Reads the paragraph fluently but with more than
3 mistakes.

If the child is not at ‘Paragraph Level’, then ask
her to read words.

L 4

Ask the child to read any 5 words from the list of
words.

Let the child choose the words herself. If she does
not choose, then point out any 5 words one by one
for her to read.

The child is at “Word Level’ if she reads at least 4
out of the 5 words correctly.

If the child is at “Word Level’, then ask her to try to
read the same paragraph again and follow the
instructions for paragraph level testing.

If she can correctly and comfortably read at least 4
out of 5 words but is still struggling with the
paragraph, then mark her at “Word Level’.

If the child is not at “Word Level’ (cannot correctly
read at least 4 out of the 5 chosen words), then
show her the list of letters.

A4

¥

The child is at ‘Paragraph Level’ if she:

m Reads the paragraph like she is reading sentences,
rather than a string of words.

m Reads the paragraph fluently and with ease, even
if she is reading slowly.

m Reads the entire paragraph with 3 or less than 3
mistakes.

If the child can read a paragraph, then ask her to
read the story.

L 4

Ask the child to read the story.

The child is at ‘Story Level’ if she:

m Reads the story like she is reading sentences, rather
than a string of words.

m Reads the story fluently and with ease, even if
she is reading slowly.

m Reads the entire story with 3 or less than 3
mistakes.

If the child can read the story, then mark her at
‘Story Level’.

If the child is not at ‘Story Level’, then mark her at
‘Paragraph Level’.

Ask the child to recognise any 5 letters from the list of letters.
Let the child choose the letters herself. If she does not choose, then point out any 5 letters one by one for her

to read.

The child is at ‘Letter Level’ if she recognises at least 4 out of the 5 letters correctly.

If the child is at ‘Letter Level’, then ask her to try to read the same words again and follow the
instructions for word level testing. If she can recognise at least 4 out of the 5 letters but cannot read
words, then mark her at ‘Letter Level’. If the child is not at ‘Letter Level’ (cannot recognise at least 4
out of the 5 chosen letters), then mark her at ‘Beginner Level’.

On the Household Survey Sheet, mark the child at the highest level she can reach.



Arithmetic tasks

All children are assessed using a simple arithmetic tool. The arithmetic test has 4 tasks:
s Number recognition 1to 9

m Number recognition 11 to 99

m Subtraction: 2-digit numerical subtraction problems with borrowing which align with curricular expectations in
Std Il

m Division: 3-digit by 1-digit numerical division problems with remainder which align with curricular expectations
in Std II/IV.

While developing the arithmetic tool for the ASER age group, care is taken to ensure compatibility with the learning
outcomes defined for number recognition, subtraction (with borrowing), division (3-digits by 1-digit) in state textbooks
for Std I, Il and lII/IV, respectively.

Sample: Arithmetic test

fa ~)

Number recognition Number recognition subtraction Division
1-9 11-99

v ( ) 46 63
51 83 29 39 7) 879

:

1 ‘ 47 45
37 65 28 _17

RN 6) 824

55 26 92 84
[GHQ] L S | -76 - 57
o1 | |43
HZJ ‘ ‘ | 52 66

- 14 - 48 ﬁ

36 | | 27 | 4) 517

:

8) 985

Ask the child to recognise any 5 Ask the child to recognise any 5 Ask the child to do any 2 subtraction problems.|| Ask the child to do any 1 division
numbers. At least 4 must be correct. numbers. At least 4 must be correct. Both must be correct. problem. It must be correct.




How to test arithmetic?

Start

here »

Subtraction (2-digit with borrowing)

The child has to solve 2 subtraction problems. Show her the subtraction problems and ask her to choose a
problem. If she does not choose, then give her any one problem to solve.

Ask the child to identify the numbers, and then the subtraction sign.

If she is able to identify the numbers and the sign, then ask her to write and solve the problem at the back
of the Household Survey Sheet.

Even if the first subtraction problem is answered incorrectly, ask the child to solve the second
problem, following the aforementioned process. If the second problem is correct, then ask her to

try to solve the first problem again.

If the child makes a careless mistake, then give her another chance with the same question.

4

If the child cannot solve both subtraction problems
correctly, or if she is unable to recognise the numbers
or the sign in the subtraction problem, then ask her
to recognise numbers from 11-99.

Even if she solves one subtraction problem
incorrectly, give her the number recognition (11-99)
task.

Number Recognition (11-99)

Ask the child to identify any 5 numbers from the
list. Let her choose the numbers herself. If she does
not choose, then point out any 5 numbers one by
one for her to read.

If she can correctly recognise at least 4 out of the
5 numbers, then mark her at ‘Number Recognition
(11-99) Level'.

4

If the child is not at ‘Number Recognition (11-99)
Level’ (cannot correctly recognise at least 4 out of
the 5 numbers chosen), then ask her to recognise
numbers from 1-9.

Number Recognition (1-9)

Ask the child to identify any 5 numbers from the
list. Let her choose the numbers herself. If she does
not choose, then point out any 5 numbers one by
one for her to read.

If she can correctly recognise at least 4 out of the 5
numbers, then mark her at ‘Number Recognition
(1-9) Level'.

If the child is not at ‘Number Recognition (1-9)
Level’ (cannot recognise at least 4 out of the 5
numbers chosen), then mark her at ‘Beginner
Level'.

4

If the child solves both the subtraction problems
correctly, then ask her to solve a division problem.

Division (3-digits by 1-digit)

The child has to solve 1 division problem. Show her
the division problems and ask her to choose a
problem. If she does not choose, then give her any
one problem to solve.

Ask her to write and solve the problem. If she is able
to solve the problem correctly, then mark her at
‘Division Level’.

Note: The quotient and the remainder both have
to be correct.

If the child makes a careless mistake, then give her
another chance with the same question.

4

If the child is unable to solve the division problem
correctly, then mark her at ‘Subtraction Level’.

The child must solve the subtraction and division
problems at the back of the Household Survey
Sheet.

On the Household Survey Sheet, mark the child
at the highest level she can reach.




Digital tasks

All children aged 14-16 are given some simple digital tasks. This section has 3 tasks:

Sample: Digital tasks

Setting an alarm

8:30 in the morning tomorrow

Question: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the morning.
Instruction: If the phone has an AM-PM setting, ensure that the child has selected the correct option before recording

the answer.
Browsing for information

First woman President of India

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of the first woman President of India.

Instruction: It does not matter which search engine the child uses to find the answer; she could use Google, YouTube, or
any other method. She should be able to point to/tell you the correct answer.

Finding and sharing a YouTube video

PMGDISHA Module 1

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on YouTube.
Question b: Send/share it with a friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.
Instruction: The child should be able to point to the correct video after searching for it on YouTube.

Ask the child to attempt part ‘b’, only if she could do part ‘a’ correctly. If the child does part ‘a’ incorrectly, then leave
part ‘b’ of the question blank.

For each task, the volunteer can read out the question twice and show the child the keywords for the relevant question in
the testing tool. The child’s responses to the tasks are recorded as correct or incorrect. If the child does not respond, or says
that she does not know the answer, or if the phone stops working in the middle of the task, then such responses are also

recorded.



Note on sampling: ASER 2024 Rural

What's new in ASER 2024

The purpose of ASER is twofold: (i) to obtain reliable estimates of the status of children’s schooling and foundational
learning (reading and math ability); and (ii) to measure the change in these basic learning and school statistics over time.
Every year a core set of questions regarding schooling status and basic learning levels remains the same. However, new
guestions are added to explore different dimensions of schooling and learning. The latter set of questions can vary each
year.

The core questions on enrollment status and basic reading in the child’s local language and arithmetic used in ASER 2024
are similar to those in previous ASERs. In addition, we retain questions on parents’ education, household, and village
characteristics. For the first time, ASER 2023 ‘Beyond Basics’ provided estimates of digital access, usage and ability among
rural youth in the age group of 14-18 years. However, ASER 2023 was a pilot designed to give estimates indicative of the
national picture. ASER 2024 includes questions on digital access, usage, and ability for 14-16-year-olds in the sample, and
will for the first time provide estimates of these at the state and national levels. ASER 2024 also visited one government
primary school in every sampled village, as has been done every year since 2009.

Sampling strategy

The sampling strategy used in ASER is designed to generate a representative picture of each district. All rural districts are
surveyed. The estimates obtained are then aggregated (using appropriate weights) to the division, state and all-India levels.
As in previous years, the sample size is 600 households per district. The sample is obtained by selecting 30 villages per
district and 20 households per village.

ASER 2024 employs a two-stage clustered design. In the first stage, 30 villages are sampled from the Census 2011 village
directory using PPS (Probability Proportional to Size) sampling technique. PPS is a widely used standard sampling technique
for the first stage sample when the sampling units are of different sizes. In the case of ASER, the sampling units are the
villages. In the second stage, 20 households with resident children in the age group of 3-16 years are surveyed in each of
these 30 villages, giving a sample size of 600 households per district. Since one of the goals of ASER is to generate
estimates of change in learning, a panel survey design provides more efficient estimates of change. ASER 2024 employs a
rotating panel of villages with 10 villages being retained from 2018 and 2022 and 10 new villages being added in 2024.
This method ensures that each household in the district has an equal probability of being selected into the sample.

For further information

For more information, please see the Frequently Asked Questions (Annexure 13), and the Sample Design of Rural ASER
2024,



ASER 2024 Sample description
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ASER 2024 National findings

The Annual Status of Education Report (ASER) 2024 is a nationwide rural household survey that reached 649,491
children in 17,997 villages across 605 rural districts in India. Facilitated by Pratham, in each surveyed district, a local
organization or institution conducted the survey.

Key findings of the ASER 2024 survey are presented separately below for three groups of children: Pre-primary (age
group 3-5), elementary (age group 6-14), and older children (age group 15-16).

Pre-primary (age group 3-5 years)
Enrollment in pre-primary institutions
Major shifts are seen in levels and patterns of enrollment among children in the pre-primary age group.

B Among children aged 3-5 years, enrollment in some type of pre-primary institution (Anganwadi centre, government
pre-primary class, or private LKG/UKG) has improved steadily between 2018 and 2024.

®  Among 3-year-olds, enrollment in pre-primary institutions increased from 68.1% in 2018 to 75.8% in 2022 to
77.4% in 2024. Gujarat, Maharashtra, Odisha, and Telangana have achieved near-universal enrollment for this
age group. On the other hand, Meghalaya and Uttar Pradesh have the highest proportion of 3-year-olds not
enrolled anywhere (over 50%).

m  Among 4-year-olds, the All-India figure for enrollment in pre-primary institutions increased from 76 % in 2018 to
82% in 2022 t0 83.3% in 2024. In 2024, enroliment rates in pre-primary for this age exceed 95% in states like
Gujarat, Maharashtra, Karnataka, Tamil Nadu, and Odisha.

m  Among 5-year-olds, this figure also showed big increases, rising from 58.5% in 2018 t0 62.2% in 2022 t0 71.4%
in 2024. The states with enrollment exceeding 90% in pre-primary institutions for this age include Karnataka,
Gujarat, Maharashtra, Kerala, and Nagaland.

Type of pre-primary institution

B Anganwadi centres continue to be the biggest provider of services in pre-primary age group in India.Since 2018,
more than half of all children aged 3 and 4 are enrolled in Anganwadi centres. In Odisha, West Bengal, Gujarat,
and Karnataka, more than 75% children are enrolled in Anganwadi centres in both these age groups.

B Approximately one-third of all 5-year-olds attend a private school or pre-school in 2024. This figure was 37.3% in
2018, fell t0 30.8% in 2022, and returned to 37.5% in 2024. Going against this trend are Punjab and Jammu and
Kashmir, where enrollment in government institutions has increased substantially since 2018 (11.2 percentage
points in Punjab and 7.6 percentage points in Jammu and Kashmir). In both these states, this trend is driven by an
increase in enrollment in pre-primary classes in government schools.

Age of entry to Std |

B The proportion of children who are “underage” (age 5 or below) is decreasing over time. In 2018, this figure was
25.6%, in 2022 it stood at 22.7%, and in 2024, nationally the percentage of underage children in Std | was at its
lowest ever at 16.7%. On average, this proportion has either declined or remained stable across all states in
India. In Gujarat, the decrease was particularly striking, with the figure dropping from 36.4% in 2022 to less than
4% in 2024.

Elementary (age group 6-14 years)
Enroliment

m Children (age 6-14 years) currently enrolled in school: Overall school enrollment rates among the 6-14 age
group have exceeded 95% for close to 20 years. This proportion has stayed almost the same, from 98.4% in 2022
t0 98.1% in 2024. Across all states, enrollment in this age group is above 95% in 2024.



m  Government school enrollment: In 2018, 65.5% of children in the 6-14 age group in India were enrolled in
government schools. The pandemic saw large increases in government school enrollments (72.9% in 2022). But
by 2024, the all-India figure declined to 66.8%. This trend is visible in every state with the exception of Uttarakhand
and Jammu and Kashmir.

Reading

The ASER reading task assesses whether a child can read letters, words, a simple paragraph at Std I level of difficulty,
or a “story” at Std Il level of difficulty. In the sampled household, these tasks are administered one-on-one to each
sampled child in the 5-16 age group. The child is marked at the highest level that she or he can reach comfortably.
The assessment method has remained the same since 2006, enabling comparisons over time.

All-India figures indicate that reading levels have improved for children in government schools in all
elementary grades (Std I-VIII) since 2022.

m  Std lll: Nationally, in 2024, basic reading levels for Std lll children enrolled in government schools are the highest
that they have been since the inception of the ASER survey. The percentage of Std Ill children able to at least read
Std Il level text was 20.9% in 2018. This figure fell to 16.3% in 2022, and has increased to 23.4% in 2024. The
improvement in government schools is higher than the corresponding recovery for private schools. Following a
decline in Std lll reading levels in government schools in most states in 2022, all states have shown a recovery in
2024. States with more than a 10 percentage point increase in this proportion between 2022 and 2024 in
government schools include Himachal Pradesh, Uttarakhand, Kerala, Uttar Pradesh, Haryana, Odisha, and
Maharashtra.

m  Std V: Reading levels improved substantially among Std V children, especially for those who are enrolled in
government schools. The proportion of Std V children in government schools who can read a Std Il level text fell
from 44.2% in 2018 t0 38.5% in 2022 and then recovered to 44.8% in 2024. Small improvements are also seen
in reading levels for Std V children in private schools, which fell from 65.1% in 2018 to 56.8% in 2022 and
increased t0 59.3% in 2024. In 2024, Mizoram (64.9%) and Himachal Pradesh (64.8%) had the highest proportions
of Std V children in government schools able to read Std Il level text. States with over a 10 percentage point
increase in this proportion in government schools include Uttarakhand, Uttar Pradesh, Gujarat, and Tamil Nadu.

m  Std VIll: Reading levels increased among children enrolled in Std VIII in government schools, which fell from 69 %
in 2018 t0 66.2% in 2022 but then rose to 67.5% in 2024. The performance of private school students remains
unchanged between 2022 and 2024. State-level performance varies widely. Government schools in states such as
Guijarat, Uttar Pradesh, and Sikkim show notable improvements. However, declines are observed in states like
Punjab, Andhra Pradesh, and Telangana.

Arithmetic

The ASER arithmetic tasks assess whether a child can recognise numbers from 1 to 9, recognise numbers from 11 to
99, do a 2-digit numerical subtraction problem with borrowing, or correctly solve a numerical division problem (3-digit
by 1-digit). In the sampled household, these tasks are administered one-on-one to each sampled child in the 5-16 age
group. The child is marked at the highest level that she or he can reach comfortably. The assessment method has
remained the same since 2006, enabling comparisons over time.

Nationally, children’s basic arithmetic levels also show substantial improvement in both government and
private schools, reaching the highest level in over a decade.

m  Std Ill: The All-India figure for children in Std Ill who are able to at least do a numerical subtraction problem was
28.2% in 2018 and 25.9% in 2022. This figure has increased to 33.7% in 2024. Among government school
students, this figure went from 20.9% in 2018 t0 20.2% in 2022, increasing to 27.6% in 2024. For private school
students, this number showed a smaller improvement since 2022. Government schools across most states have
shown gains since 2022, with over 15 percentage point increases recorded in states like Tamil Nadu and Himachal
Pradesh.

B Std V: At the all-India level, the proportion of children in Std V who can at least do a numerical division problem
has also improved. This figure was 27.9% in 2018, 25.6% in 2022 and then rose to 30.7% in 2024. This change
is also driven mainly by government schools. States with the showing most improvement (more than 10 percentage
points) in government schools include Punjab and Uttarakhand.



Std VIII: The performance of Std VIII students in basic arithmetic remains similar to earlier levels, going from
44.1% in 2018t044.7% in 2022 t0 45.8% in 2024.

Older children (age group 15-16 years)

Enrollment

The proportion of 15-16-year-old children who are not enrolled in school dropped sharply from 13.1% in 2018 to
7.5% in 2022, but stayed about the same at 7.9% in 2024 at the all-India level.

The proportion of girls not enrolled has increased slightly from 7.9% in 2022 to 8.1% in 2024. While several states
have seen a decline in the proportion of girls who are not enrolled, this proportion remains higher than 10% in a
few states. These include Madhya Pradesh (16.1%), Uttar Pradesh (15%), Rajasthan (12.7 %), Mizoram (12.3%),
Gujarat (10.5%), and Chhattisgarh (10%).

Digital literacy

For the first time in the nationwide household survey, ASER included a section on digital literacy which was administered
to older children in the 14-16 age group. It included self-reported questions on access, ownership, and use of smartphones,
as well as a one-on-one assessment of some basic digital skills.

Access: Access to smartphones is close to universal among the 14-16 age group. Almost 90% of both girls and
boys report having a smartphone at home. More than 80% report knowing how to use a smartphone (85.5% of
boys as compared to 79.4% of girls). In Bihar, Jharkhand, and Madhya Pradesh, the proportion of those who have
a smartphone at home and those who can use a smartphone are lower as compared to other states.

Ownership: The fraction of 14-16-year-olds who own smartphones is low, but increases with age. Of the children
who could use a smartphone, 27% of 14-year-olds and 37.8% of 16-year-olds reported having their own phone.
Moreover, there is a large gender gap in smartphone ownership: 36.2% of boys as compared to 26.9% of girls
reported owning their own smartphone. This gender gap is seen across all states.

Use: 82.2% of all children in the 14-16 age group reported knowing how to use a smartphone. Of these, 57%
reported using it for an educational activity in the preceding week while 76% said that they had used it for social
media during the same period. While the use of a smartphone for educational activities was similar among girls
and boys, girls were less likely than boys to report using social media (78.8% of boys as compared to 73.4% of
girls). Kerala stands out in this respect, with over 80% children who reported that they used the smartphone for
educational activity and over 90% using it for social media.

Digital safety: Among children who used social media, knowledge of basic ways to protect themselves online
was relatively high. 62% knew how to block or report a profile, 55.2% knew how to make a profile private, and
57.7% knew how to change a password. Boys’ awareness of these safety features was substantially higher than
girls’ across a majority of the states.

Digital skills: On the day of the survey, 70.2% boys and 62.2% girls were able to bring a smartphone (their own,
a family member’s, or a neighbour’s) to do the digital tasks. These children were asked to do 3 tasks using the
smartphone: set an alarm, browse for a specific piece of information, and locate a YouTube video. If they were
able to locate the video, they were asked to share it with someone else via any messaging platform.

= More than three-quarters of children to whom these tasks were given were able to perform them successfully.
Among those who could locate the video on YouTube, over 90% were able to share it.

= Gender gaps were observed in performance on every task, with the largest gap in childrens’ ability to set an
alarm on the smartphone (81.5% boys as compared to 72.4% girls). In some southern states like Karnataka,
Andhra Pradesh, and Kerala, girls either outperform boys or are at the same level as them.



School observations

As part of the ASER survey, one government school with primary sections is visited in each sampled village. If there is
more than one government school in the village, then the school with the highest enroliment in primary sections is
chosen.

In 2024, ASER surveyors visited 15,728 government schools with primary sections. 8,504 were primary schools and
7,224 were schools which also had upper primary or higher grades.

Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities

m  Over 80% of schools had received a directive from the government to implement FLN activities with Std I-II/1ll,
both in the previous as well as in the current academic year. A similar proportion had at least one teacher who
had received in-person training on FLN.

B More than 75% schools had received TLM and/or funds to make or purchase TLM for FLN activities.

B More than 75% schools reported implementing a school readiness program for students prior to entering Std I, in
both the previous and the current academic year.

B More than 95% schools reported having distributed textbooks to all grades in the school, a substantial increase
over 2022 levels.

Student and teacher attendance

B Student and teacher attendance in government primary schools show small but consistent improvements since
2018. Average student attendance increased from 72.4% in 2018 to 73% in 2022 to 75.9% in 2024. Average
teacher attendance increased from 85.1% in 2018 to0 86.8% in 2022 to 87.5% in 2024. This trend is largely driven
by changes in teacher and student attendance in Uttar Pradesh.

Small schools and multigrade classrooms

B The proportion of government primary schools with less than 60 students enrolled shows a sharp increase, rising
from 44% in 2022 t0 52.1% in 2024. More than 80% primary schools in these states are small schools: Jammu
and Kashmir, Himachal Pradesh, Uttarakhand, Nagaland, and Karnataka. Himachal Pradesh has the highest
proportion of small Upper primary schools at 75%.

B Two-thirds of Std | and Std Il classrooms in primary schools were multigrade, with students from more than one
grade sitting together,

School facilities

m  Nationally, all Right to Education-related indicators included in ASER have shown small improvements between
2018, 2022, and 2024 levels. For example, the fraction of schools with useable girls’ toilets increased from 66.4%
in 2018 t0 68.4% in 2022 to 72% in 2024. The proportion of schools with drinking water available increased from
74.8% t076.1% to 77.7%, and the proportion of schools with books other than textbooks being used by students
increased from 36.9% to 43.9% to 51.3% over the same period. These improvement in school infrastructure can
be seen across all states, but schools in Meghalaya, Arunachal Pradesh, Mizoram, and Nagaland continue to lag
behind in these facilities.

m  Sports-related indicators remain at close to the levels observed in 2018. For example, in 2024, 66.2% schools
have a playground, similar to 68.9% in 2022 and 66.5% in 2018.
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Age 6-14 Government school enrollment

State-wise map showing % of children State-wise table showing
aged 6-14 enrolled in government schools, 2024 % of children aged
6-14 enrolled in government
schools (2018, 2022, 2024)

State 2018|2022 | 2024

Andhra Pradesh 63.2]70.8 | 61.8

Arunachal Pradesh | 60.1 | 62.2 | 56.3

Assam 71.7 1719 | 69.9
Bihar 78.1 182.2 | 80.1
Chhattisgarh 76.4 | 81.7 | 80.6
Guijarat 85.6 [ 90.9 | 86.5
Haryana 426 |51.9 | 46.0

Himachal Pradesh 58.9 | 66.3 | 58.6

Jammu and Kashmir| 58.3 | 55.5 | 57.2

MADHYA PRADESH Jharkhand 78.0 833|774
Karnataka 69.9 | 76.3 | 71.1
Kerala 48.0 | 64.5 | 445

Madhya Pradesh 69.6 | 70.0 | 66.9

DADRA & NAGA 3
HAVELI AND /2
DAMAN & DI MAHARASHTRA
G " ANDHRA PRADEEH

Maharashtra 61.6 | 67.4 | 60.9
E!
Meghalaya 35.7 | 43.7 | 384
0 Mizoram 72.4 | 64.7 | 59.3
RYPUDUCHERRY 8 °
S Nagaland 49.3 |50.8 | 45.6
ANDAMAN & NICOBAR ISLANDS
% Odisha 88.0|92.1 | 8856
o Punjab 46.7 | 58.8 | 58.0
D Rajasthan 60.0 | 68.5 | 59.3
Sikkim 68.6 | 75.2 | 69.0
3050 [ Tamil Nadu 67.4| 757 | 68.7
51-c0 [
61-70 I:l Telangana 57.4170.1 | 59.8
71-80 [ ] Tripura 85.2 | 86.1 | 73.8
8100 7]
Uttar Pradesh 44.3 | 59.6 | 49.1
Uttarakhand 55.0 | 61.5 | 62.8
West Bengal 88.1192.2 | 89.6
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Attendance in government schools
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State-wise map showing % of enrolled children
present in surveyed primary and upper primary
schools on the day of survey, 2024
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State-wise table showing % of
enrolled children present in
surveyed primary and upper
primary schools on the day of
survey

(2018, 2022, 2024)

State ‘ 2018 ‘ 2022|2024

Andhra Pradesh 82.083.3 | 89.8

Arunachal Pradesh | 77.7 | 76.1 | 74.6

Assam 729 772|678
Bihar 53.7 | 54.6 | 55.2
Chhattisgarh 75.2 1711|741
Gujarat 85.6 | 84.3 | 86.4
Haryana 776|786 | 78.4

Himachal Pradesh 83.4 /833|852

Jammu and Kashmir| 76.9 | 74.5 | 77.8

Jharkhand 61.9 | 64.9 | 69.0
Karnataka 84.1|87.5| 86.9
Kerala 83.2 | 83.1 | 84.8

Madhya Pradesh 55.8 | 56.8 | 57.8

Maharashtra 86.3 | 85.6 | 87.8
Meghalaya 749|744 |77.8
Mizoram 83.4 /844|903
Nagaland 782 1846|839
Odisha 81.0 | 82.1|81.2
Punjab 83.0 | 79.7 | 80.1
Rajasthan 75.1 1736 | 73.7
Sikkim 84.5|82.5 | 88.6
Tamil Nadu 91.1 | 88.6 | 88.8
Telangana 749|755 | 735
Tripura 63.1 | 60.1

Uttar Pradesh 59.9 | 56.2 | 70.6
Uttarakhand 82.9|82.2 | 86.6
West Bengal 549 |68.2 | 64.3
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Std Ill Reading
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State-wise map showing % of government school
children in Std Ill who can read Std Il level text, 2024
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State-wise table showing
% of government school
children in Std Il who can read

Std Il level text

(2018, 2022, 2024)

State

Andhra Pradesh
Arunachal Pradesh
Assam

Bihar
Chhattisgarh
Guijarat

Haryana
Himachal Pradesh
Jammu and Kashmir
Jharkhand
Karnataka

Kerala

Madhya Pradesh
Maharashtra
Meghalaya
Mizoram
Nagaland

Odisha

Punjab

Rajasthan

Sikkim

Tamil Nadu
Telangana

Tripura

Uttar Pradesh
Uttarakhand

West Bengal

2018

22.6

4.8

14.4

12.3

25.0

32.3

335

47.4

5.4

11.0

19.4

43.4

10.4

44.2

19.6

25.2

7.4

34.9

36.4

10.3

13.5

11.6

12.6

253

12.3

247

36.6

10.5

35

10.1

12.9

20.7

23.2

21.2

23.0

4.3

9.5

7.7

31.6

7.9

26.1

10.7

13.2

9.1

26.7

26.3

7.7

14.7

4.7

6.3

15.3

16.4

22.1

32.6

2022|2024

14.7

7.2

13.2

20.1

24.5

24.7

32.1

46.6

6.7

14.1

15.4

44.4

14.8

37.0

15.6

25.0

7.1

37.7

29.7

247

13.2

6.8

19.5

27.9

35.6

34.0




India rRURAL S

Std Il Arithmetic

State-wise map showing % of government school State-wise table showing
children in Std Il who can do at least subtraction, 2024 % of government school
children in Std Ill who can do at
least subtraction
(2018, 2022, 2024)

State 2018|2022 | 2024

Andhra Pradesh 34.1129.2 | 409

Arunachal Pradesh | 23.5 | 29.4 | 30.2

Assam 234 /158|223
Bihar 18.0 |21.2 | 282
Chhattisgarh 16.0 | 16.0 | 21.9
Guijarat 22.8 1229|165
Haryana 31.6 126.1| 33.1

UTTAR PRADESH

Himachal Pradesh 42.4 |1 31.3 | 46.7

Jammu and Kashmir| 20.2 | 26.1 | 22.7

Jharkhand 1481 16.3 | 24.6
Karnataka 23.5119.6 | 239
DADRA & NAGA 3
HAVELI AND £
DAMAN & DI MAHARASHTRA Kerala 443 | 32.7 | 26.9

Madhya Pradesh 85 |95 | 130

Maharashtra 28.1 1185 31.6

Meghalaya 14.2 1 15.3 | 18.9

p o Mizoram 57.4|35.3| 553

8 °
S Nagaland 263 1277|314
ANDAMAN & NICOBAR ISLANDS

% e Odisha 28.1|26.8 | 3456

o Punjab 40.531.1 439

Q Rajasthan 81 [49 104

Sikkim 34.7 | 36.1 | 35.1

10-20 [ Tamil Nadu 23693 276
2130 [

31-40 I:l Telangana 30.6 | 27.2 | 291

41-50 [T Tripura 33.1/29.0 | 28.0
51-60 [

Uttar Pradesh 11.2119.7 | 31.6

Uttarakhand 18.5|14.4 | 26.7

West Bengal 355|324 | 375
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Std V Reading
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State-wise map showing % of government school
children in Std V who can read Std Il level text, 2024
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State-wise table showing

% of government school
children in Std V who can read
Std Il level text

(2018, 2022, 2024)

State 2018|2022 | 2024

Andhra Pradesh 57.1 1379|375

Arunachal Pradesh | 22.1 | 30.5 | 27.5

Assam 335|292 | 328
Bihar 35.1137.1]41.2
Chhattisgarh 57.11529|52.3
Gujarat 52.0 | 339 | 44.6
Haryana 58.1|46.8 | 53.9

Himachal Pradesh 74.5 | 60.2 | 65.8

Jammu and Kashmir| 24.3 | 18.1 | 21.8

Jharkhand 29.4|31.6 | 40.3
Karnataka 47.6|29.2 | 328
Kerala 73.3|61.9 | 58.2

Madhya Pradesh 34.4129.2| 375

Maharashtra 66.0 | 55.7 | 57.9
Meghalaya 38.929.1 | 36.6
Mizoram 58.6 | 46.4 | 65.9
Nagaland 31.7 1289 271
Odisha 56.5|50.4 | 57.2
Punjab 68.7 | 59.4 | 60.8
Rajasthan 39.1| 315|377
Sikkim 349|26.0| 524
Tamil Nadu 46.3 | 26.0 | 37.0
Telangana 413|316 293
Tripura 459 | 42.7 | 34.7
Uttar Pradesh 36.2 | 38.3 | 50.5
Uttarakhand 58.0 | 47.7 | 60.3
West Bengal 50.5 | 47.1 | 53.9
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Std V Arithmetic

State-wise map showing % of government school State-wise table showing

children in Std V who can do division, 2024 % of government school
children in Std V who can do
division

(2018, 2022, 2024)

State 2018|2022 | 2024

Andhra Pradesh 36.7 | 27.3 | 35.1

Arunachal Pradesh | 22.1 | 19.5 | 22.6

Assam 14.4110.1 | 12.0
Bihar 24.1 1 30.0 | 32.5
Chhattisgarh 26.1 228|229
Gujarat 18.4 | 145 | 13.1
Haryana 344 276|294

Himachal Pradesh 51.5|38.1 | 44.0

Jammu and Kashmir| 13.6 | 14.0 | 16.3

JHARKHAND

Jharkhand 15.6 | 20.8 | 25.5
Karnataka 19.6 | 12.0 | 19.3
DADRA & NAGA X
HAVELI AND
DAMAN & DI MAHARASHTRA Kerala 33.3(20.2 | 124

Madhya Pradesh 16.5]15.7 | 16.9

Maharashtra 31.7 | 20.1 | 26.1

Meghalaya 47 110.1]15.2

0 o Mizoram 35.8 | 14.8 | 40.3

8 °
S Nagaland 193189 | 127
ANDAMAN & NICOBAR ISLANDS

. Odisha 238261297

o Punjab 50.1 | 33.3 | 46.3

D Rajasthan 14163 | 12.3

Sikkim 1091]12.7 | 179

10-14 [ Tamil Nadu 271|147 | 202
1520 [

21-30 I:l Telangana 26.7 215|239

3140 ] Tripura 16.6 | 13.4 | 17.6
4150 [T

Uttar Pradesh 17.0 1245 | 31.8

Uttarakhand 26.7 | 23.3 | 354

West Bengal 29.2 1269 343
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Std VIII Reading

State-wise map showing % of government school
children in Std VIl who can read Std Il level text, 2024

UTTAR PRADESH

RAJASTHAN

MADHYA PRADESH

45-50 [
51-60 [
61-70 [ ]
7180 [ ]
81-95 [ ]

56 | Annual Status of Education Report 2024

State-wise table showing
% of government school
children in Std VIl who can read

Std Il level text

(2018, 2022, 2024)

NEIE 2018|2022 | 2024
Andhra Pradesh 78.6 | 64.7 | 53.0
Arunachal Pradesh | 64.1 | 69.6 | 72.5
Assam 58.1163.6|61.0
Bihar 69.5 | 69.7 | 71.7
Chhattisgarh 77.0 1806|743
Gujarat 725|521 |74.7
Haryana 7341725766
Himachal Pradesh | 87.4 | 87.6 | 84.3
Jammu and Kashmir| 55.5 | 50.2 | 47.2
Jharkhand 64.4 | 62.7 | 66.5
Karnataka 70.1 1 58.7 | 60.3
Kerala 87.0 | 81.8 | 82.0
Madhya Pradesh 57.9160.2 | 62.5
Maharashtra 79.4 1752|709
Meghalaya 76.9 733|685
Mizoram 86.7 | 86.0 | 90.2
Nagaland 76.3179.1|71.4
Odisha 72.1|73.2|76.0
Punjab 83.8|826| 722
Rajasthan 74.6 | 67.1 | 63.8
Sikkim 76.3 | 659 | 74.6
Tamil Nadu 75.0 | 62.8 | 62.2
Telangana 63.1 | 58.1|50.8
Tripura 68.3 | 65.5 | 66.6
Uttar Pradesh 62.0 626|673
Uttarakhand 81.6 81.0 | 80.9
West Bengal 63.069.8|71.3
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State-wise map showing % of government school
children in Std VIl who can do division, 2024
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State-wise table showing
% of government school
children in Std VIIl who can do
division
(2018, 2022, 2024)
NEIE 2018|2022 | 2024

Andhra Pradesh 44.0 | 51.8 | 45.2

Arunachal Pradesh | 42.6 | 40.2 | 42.8

Assam 28.1|21.7 | 24.2
Bihar 55.1 1 58.0 | 62.0
Chhattisgarh 28.0 | 38.0 335
Guijarat 35.8 313|283
Haryana 49.1 1495 | 431

Himachal Pradesh 54.7 | 48.2 | 44.0

Jammu and Kashmir| 25.3 | 26.3 | 28.0

Jharkhand 42.2 |1 43.2 | 47.2
Karnataka 36.1 334 | 35.7
Kerala 43.3139.9 31.0

Madhya Pradesh 32.1139.0| 349

Maharashtra 41.4|38.1 | 345
Meghalaya 23.3118.7 | 121
Mizoram 67.5|41.3 | 59.2
Nagaland 40.7 | 37.3 | 29.3
Odisha 41.4 1425 | 471
Punjab 58.4 | 44.5 | 58.0
Rajasthan 34.3129.1| 255
Sikkim 38.6 432|278
Tamil Nadu 496 | 435 37.8
Telangana 43.0|40.2 | 38.5
Tripura 30.6 | 43.2 | 37.5
Uttar Pradesh 32.0 417 | 456
Uttarakhand 41.6 | 40.0 | 45.2
West Bengal 28.9|32.0 335
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State-wise map showing % of households with a smartphone, 2024
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State-wise table showing

% of households

with a smartphone
(2018, 2022, 2024)

NEIE 201812022 | 2024

Andhra Pradesh
Arunachal Pradesh
Assam

Bihar
Chhattisgarh
Guijarat

Haryana
Himachal Pradesh
Jammu and Kashmir
Jharkhand
Karnataka

Kerala

Madhya Pradesh
Maharashtra
Meghalaya
Mizoram
Nagaland

Odisha

Punjab

Rajasthan

Sikkim

Tamil Nadu
Telangana
Tripura

Uttar Pradesh
Uttarakhand

West Bengal

37.8

47.4

35.0

27.2

63.9

42.6

58.4

58.4

53.6

17.6

43.4

74.0

21.7

40.8

29.2

62.1

43.6

21.9

65.7

38.2

67.9

38.0

44.0

34.0

29.8

46.6

27.7

84.8

79.8

711

64.1

76.7

96.0

87.4

95.0

84.7

61.6

85.2

97.6

67.2

84.0

74.4

94.0

83.8

64.1

91.2

78.0

93.7

83.9

89.3

68.7

67.8

79.5

65.7

89.9

90.8

85.3

77.2

85.4

90.4

90.0

95.7

90.7

75.6

90.8

98.1

79.4

89.5

83.2

97.9

89.4

73.7

93.5

88.9

96.7

88.3

92.2

87.2

81.2

89.2

79.2
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School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools. Chart 1: Trends over time

By age group and sex.

% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.

2024 2006-2024
Age group and - - 40
Age 6-14: All 66.8 | 306 100 35
Age 7-16: Al 660 | 308 | 07 25 | 100 30
Age 7-10: All 675 | 307 | 0.7 1.2 100
Age 7-10: Boys 643 | 338 | 07 1.2 100 g 2 28 |
e}
. 2 N~
Age 7-10: Girls 707 | 274 0.6 1.3 100 g 20 20}\\ 74
Age 11-14: Al 66.5 | 308 | 0.7 2.1 100 R 15 ~—— ~
159 | ey
Age 11-14: Boys 634 | 341 | 07 19 | 100 103
10—
Age 11-14: Girls 696 | 275 | 07 23 | 100 Ay
— 57 7.7
Age 15-16: Al 603 | 313 | 06 79 | 100 5 7
Age 15-16: Boys 579 | 338 | 06 77 | 100 19
Age 15-16: Girls 624 | 289 | o6 g 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS.
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024

[ 11-14 Boys

11-14 Girls [ 15-16 Boys [T 15-16 Girls

100

90
80

77.7

7.7
70

70.4

70.7

4.4

62.7
60

50
40
30
20
10

0

% Children

Boys

64.1

Girls

Boys

Girls

73.9

Std -V

Std VI-VIII

2022 2024

M 2018

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022

Pre-school Not in Pre-school Not in

pre- pre-
school | Total school | Total

Anganwadi Pvt |Other| or Pvt |Other| or

elglolel! elglolel!
Age 3 66.8 1.3 7.7 19| 06| 0.1 | 21.7 | 100 Age 3 66.8 2.0 8.6 1.2 08| 0.0 | 20.7 | 100
Age 4 61.2 2.7 18.1 3.8 1.7 0.1 12.3 | 100 Age 4 57.7 3.3 22.4 2.9 2.2 0.2 11.4 | 100
Age 5 35.3 3.4 | 234 | 246 7.3 0.4 5.5 | 100 Age 5 37.0 49 | 295 | 141 8.0 0.4 6.2 | 100
Age 6 8.2 2.1 13.8 | 57.1 | 15.7 | 0.5 2.6 | 100 Age 6 10.7 4.1 19.0 | 429 | 19.3 | 0.6 3.3 | 100
Age 7 1.4 0.6 6.2 | 68.3 | 21.7 0.5 1.3 | 100 Age 7 1.8 1.1 86 | 585 | 27.5 0.6 1.8 | 100
Age 8 0.5 0.2 25 | 714|239 0.5 1.0 | 100 Age 8 0.5 0.2 3.2 | 64.1 | 30.2 0.7 1.1 100

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All

children. 2024

std |Noteveni | atter Word Std | std Total
letter level text|level text
| 31.9 38.8 17.2 6.9 53 100
I 151 32.7 23.2 14.9 14.1 100
[ 8.2 22.6 22.2 20.0 27.0 100
\% 5.0 15.1 18.0 22.0 40.0 100
\Y 4.1 1.7 14.2 21.3 48.7 100
i 2.9 8.9 10.6 19.9 57.7 100
VI 2.0 7.1 8.7 17.9 64.4 100
VIl 1.6 5.3 6.9 15.2 71.1 100

Reading tool

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
8.2% cannot even read letters, 22.6% can read letters but not words or higher,
22.2% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 20% can read Std | level
text but not Std Il level text, and 27% can read Std Il level text. For each grade,
the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time

St 1 bl bt Sted | vl bt
e & e e | ol e

= T T A | | e "“m“;"g ﬂ',
7 e e | g R g i o A w2 wd )
amy| wy o @ wrid w ag wrn e W
AT | e e T

Fofiwim T A T | e G
e e @ A 2 m ul|l=
e | Wi e T il = = =
R | A o O e i ™
1 wwien i v o IR | b,
# 7 ™| wem  fm

Reading in Std Ill. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 17.2 37.8 23.6 children in Std Ill who can
read a Std Il level text. This
Zile 19.3 38.0 25.2 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 209 40.6 273 level” reading for Std IllI.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 16.3 3341 20.5 government schools and
2024 23.4 355 271 private schools is shown

*This is the weighted average for children in

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024

separately.

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
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20
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0

% Children

67.6 68.7

713 732
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B
9
©
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28.1

20.5

Boys

Girls

Boys

443

Girls

Boys

Girls
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Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIl who
can read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt o Govt Pvt
Pvt*

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

2014 42.2 62.6 48.0 71.5 82.4 74.7
2016 41.7 63.0 47.9 70.0 81.0 73.1
2018 44.2 65.1 50.5 69.0 82.9 73.0
2022 38.5 56.8 42.8 66.2 80.0 69.6
2024 44.8 59.3 48.8 67.5 80.0 711

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

»
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024

Not even [Recognise numbers

Subtract| Divide

[ 26.3 39.9 26.6 5.2 2.0 100 "’",:"‘ "1"1'_‘:'" wm ™
I 10.6 3.5 37.2 13.7 5.0 100 a1 ?)W
i 5.5 23.7 37.1 223 11.4 100 EIE' =13

|f:::¢ ‘it

Y 2.9 15.6 34.1 25.8 21.5 100 | L -3 | | 2 | &4
\ 2.3 11.8 30.1 25.1 30.7 100 El - 48

Vi 16 8.8 28.9 247 | 360 100 |47 | |72 | 56 1
Vil 1.2 66 | 272 | 235 | 415 | 100 IERIER =3 =B | e
Vil 1.1 49 | 254 | 228 | 457 | 100 54| |97

48

(] (]| =

The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Ellzl

Std I, 5.5% cannot even recognise numbers from 1to 9, 23.7% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 37.1% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 22.3% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 11.4% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.

i
E

Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std Ill. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIil. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std Il who can o : . D lean
. % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIl who
o it s sulbiraciion In most states, chlIdrgn are o do divisi ° do divisi
expected to do 2-digit by 2- o division can do division
digit subtraction with
2014 17.2 43.4 254 shows the proportion of V
: : : children in Std lll who can 2014 20.7 39.3 26.1 40.0 54.2 44.2
2016 20.3 441 27.7 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 21.1 38.0 26.0 40.2 51.2 43.3
2018 20.9 43.5 28.2 arithmetic for Std ll. Data
- 0L Py - s dhillelian @nmelliad i 2018 22.7 39.8 27.9 40.0 54.2 441
. ’ : government schools and
2024 276 475 337 sifvei sl b de 2022 21.6 38.7 25.6 41.8 53.8 44.7
ly.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately 2024 26.5 41.8 30.7 41.9 55.8 45.8

government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024

100
90
80
70
60
50 458 467
40
30 266 246
20—
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024 Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: Of th h % Children who: of th h
ose who ose who

Could bring can use a

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,

Have a a smartphone,

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | o who have

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | 9 who have martohon :
at home | to do digital [>T P"O"€ | their own

at home | to do digital smartphone | - their own

tasks* smartphone tasks* smartphone
14 88.8 62.7 79.8 27.0 Boys 90.2 70.2 85.5 36.2
15 88.9 66.1 82.6 31.2 )
Girls 88.1 62.2 79.4 26.9

16 90.0 70.6 85.5 37.8

Al 89.1 65.9 82.2 31.4 Al 89.1 65.9 82.2 314
Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone, Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference % children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media week** for any educational activity or social media

activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024  activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024

% Children " % Children oo child
. o i : i .
who did Covhco |us(r;;n Of those who used social WZ‘;S'd v[z/ho Iusara_%n Of those who used social
any i i ° . ) dia, % child h :
education- | any social media, % children wha can: edulcatlcc)jn— any social (ECIE, /o CRICIER O el
related | media in relate media in
activity in th activity in th Block/ | Make a
thg refereence reBpLZCrl;/a ,\s:jcl)(feilea Change the refereence report a | profile | Change
reference |\ ook fil ivate | Password FEENED | me profile | private password
week profile private week
14 55.7 73.5 55.2 48.0 513 Boys 57.2 78.8 65.2 60.3 65.4
15 57.0 76.1 63.2 56.3 58.4 .
Girls 56.8 73.4 58.7 50.2 50.1
16 59.0 79.4 69.4 63.6 65.6
Al 57.0 76.0 62.0 55.2 57.7 Al 57.0 76.0 62.0 55.2 577

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM BROWSING FOR INFORMATION FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

First woman PMGDISHA Module 1

8:30 in the morning tomorrow President of India

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of | Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a

Quesfion: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the morming. the first woman President of India. friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Clifllelan vihe ceulld Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

bring a smartphone to :
" . Browsing for - . Of those who found
* Finding YouTube vid
¢ GIEiE] RS setting an alarm information e TR v video, % able to share it

G [ A | son [ ons | A1 | son [ | A1 | son G

14 66.1 59.6 62.7 77.8 | 69.7 738 | 77.3 | 76.7 | 77.0 86.2 | 83.6 849 | 92.0 88.8 | 904
15 70.8 | 62.1 66.1 823 | 734 778 | 804 | 79.4 | 79.9 88.8 | 87.0 879 | 93.8 90.4 | 92.1
16 759 | 66.1 70.6 85.7 | 74.8 80.1 835 | 80.2 | 81.8 90.9 | 86.9 889 | 955 929 | 942
All 70.2 | 62.2 65.9 815 | 724 76.9 | 80.1 78.6 | 79.3 88.4 | 85.7 87.0 | 93.6 90.5 | 92.1

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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Performance of states

Table 15: Government school enroliment, children not in school, and learning levels. By state. 2018, 2022, 2024

Govt school Not in school Std Ill: Learning levels Std V: Learning levels Std VIII: Learning levels

% Children

(aged 6-14) enrolled

in govt schools

2018 | 2022 | 2024

Andhra Pradesh 63.2 | 70.8 | 61.8
Arunachal Pradesh |60.1| 62.2 | 56.3
Assam 71.7 1 71.9 | 69.9
Bihar 78.1 | 82.2 | 80.1
Chhattisgarh 76.4 | 81.7 | 80.6
Gujarat 85.6 | 90.9 | 86.5
Haryana 426 | 51.9 | 46.0
Himachal Pradesh 58.9 | 66.3 | 58.6
Jammu and Kashmir | 58.3 | 55.5 | 57.2
Jharkhand 78.0 | 83.3 | 77.4
Karnataka 69.9 763 |71.1
Kerala 48.0 | 64.5 | 445
Madhya Pradesh 69.6 | 70.0 | 66.9
Maharashtra 61.6 | 67.4 | 60.9
Meghalaya 35.7 | 43.7 | 38.4
Mizoram 72.4 | 64.7 | 59.3
Nagaland 49.3 | 50.8 | 45.6
Odisha 88.0 | 92.1 | 88.6
Punjab 46.7 | 58.8 | 58.0
Rajasthan 60.0 | 68.5 | 59.3
Sikkim 68.6 | 75.2 | 69.0
Tamil Nadu 67.4 | 75.7 | 68.7
Telangana 57.4170.1 | 59.8
Tripura 85.2 | 86.1 | 73.8
Uttar Pradesh 44.3 | 59.6 | 49.1
Uttarakhand 55.0 | 61.5 | 62.8
West Bengal 88.1192.2 | 89.6
All India 65.6 | 72.9 | 66.8

% Children
(aged 15-16) not
enrolled in school

2018

9.0
10.1
13.7
10.8
21.7
19.8

6.8

2.2

9.9
13.2

7.4

0.9
23.4

4.3
12.3

5.3

9.2
12.8

6.2
15.7

4.9

2.3

5.1

4.9
19.1

6.9
1.7
13.1

2022

2.1
7.2
7.0
6.4
13.5
6.2
4.6
2.8
4.8
6.1
2.2
0.4
14.9
1.4
9.2
7.6
9.4
7.4
5.2
8.8
3.6
1.9
2.5
4.6
12.3
3.8
4.9
7.5

1.3
10.0
5.0
8.6
11.8
10.0
3.5
3.0
3.8
6.6
2.8
0.3
14.3
1.9
13.9
15.4
12.6
6.5
3.3
11.3
3.3
1.8
2.5
3.4
13.0
4.3
5.4
7.9

% Children who
can read Std |l

22.4
18.8
19.9
23.5
29.8
33.1
46.2
47.8
22.3
18.8
19.2
52.3
17.6
42.0
24.6
25.6
22.6
38.7
39.4
20.4
29.4
10.2
18.0
25.6
28.1
34.5
39.9
27.2

10.4
10.7
17.9
19.8
24.4
23.9
31.5
28.5
19.1
14.2

8.6
38.8
12.1
26.6
16.2
19.8
21.2
29.7
33.0
14.2
16.7

4.8

5.1
20.3
24.0
27.8
33.0
20.5

level text

2018 | 2022

15.7
19.4
18.2
26.1
25.0
25.8
44.0
47.6
16.6
19.6
15.9
45.6
18.8
37.0
19.5
29.6
20.3
40.0
34.2
18.6
30.4
12.0

6.2
20.9
34.3
39.4
36.3
27.0

% Children who
can do at least
subtraction

38.4
33.9
29.7
28.4
19.3
25.6
53.7
50.2
36.2
22.5
26.3
47.7
13.9
27.2
19.2
58.9
36.9
30.7
49.7
17.3
41.0
26.0
343
34.8
26.6
32.3
38.6
28.1

33.7
35.8
24.4
28.7
19.7
23.2
41.7
41.5
38.7
22.6
22.2
38.9
15.1
18.7
18.0
41.8
33.8
29.3
44.8
11.8
43.3
11.2
28.5
31.6
28.7
23.6
34.2
25.9

441
39.8
29.2
37.4
23.3
19.1
51.5
55.2
36.4
31.7
25.9
32.6
17.6
31.3
22.8
57.2
37.9
37.7
51.1
20.0
40.3
27.7
30.9
33.2
40.5
36.0
40.9
887/

% Children who
can read Std |l

59.7
37.1
40.1
41.3
59.5
53.7
69.1
76.9
41.9
34.4
46.0
77.3
41.6
66.4
50.1
64.3
48.0
58.7
71.6
49.1
41.7
40.7
43.7
45.0
52.0
64.3
50.7
50.4

level text

2018 2022 | 2024 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024

36.4
37.8
36.5
42.4
55.4
34.2
57.6
61.4
351
35.6
30.2
64.7
35.6
55.5
39.2
51.2
48.4
52.5
66.2
38.2
31.5
25.2
31.7
46.7
46.3
53.6
47.3
42.8

37.7
41.0
38.3
43.6
54.4
46.3
63.5
66.8
37.7
45.3
34.0
66.0
43.7
59.6
42.7
67.5
49.2
59.5
61.0
47.6
53.5
35.6
31.6
40.7
56.4
63.9
54.6
48.7

% Children who
can do division

39.3
27.3
17.8
29.9
26.9
20.1
50.9
56.6
25.0
19.0
20.5
43.5
19.8
30.2

7.2
40.2
25.8
25.4
53.0
233
12.5
25.4
271
19.2
29.6
37.5
29.7
27.8

29.6
22.9
15.2
35.4
24.8
14.7
41.6
42.5
22.3
24.5
13.3
26.8
19.1
19.6
11.8
20.9
15.3
28.2
41.1
13.3
19.2
14.9
22.7
17.2
31.6
30.6
27.5
25.6

36.2
30.8
16.7
36.0
25.7
14.3
43.2
47.0
25.1
30.4
20.9
21.3
21.7
27.7
16.0
44.7
20.6
32.6
48.8
21.9
18.9
20.8
25.2
22.0
39.4
39.8
35.0
30.7

% Children who
can read Std |l

78.2
70.5
60.8
71.2
78.7
73.2
81.2
89.9
64.8
66.4
70.3
89.6
64.4
80.2
82.8
89.4
83.6
72.5
85.1
78.3
79.0
73.2
69.0
68.3
73.7
83.8
61.8
72.8

level text

66.4
73.4
68.8
71.2
82.0
52.4
80.3
87.9
60.9
64.9
59.9
83.7
64.4
76.2
75.5
85.6
86.2
73.4
85.4
71.6
66.8
63.0
61.8
66.4
70.6
82.2
69.2
69.5

56.2
76.0
65.9
72.8
76.0
75.9
82.7
84.2
58.5
69.5
62.1
84.5
66.9
74.2
75.4
90.7
79.6
76.7
76.1
69.1
76.5
64.2
56.4
68.8
75.1
82.2
71.3
711

% Children who
can do division
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Performance of states 54 =_
Q
Table 16: Digital access and use among children aged 14-16. 2024 -
e Q.
Self-reported smartphone usage Digital tasks -] —
D
Of these, % children who: o : Of these, % children who could do the following tasks: § m
% Children . _ % Children =
. Did at least Of those who used social media, % who could a
who have | o, child .
70 Children |1 o4y cation , children who can: bring a s
a who can Used social g Of those z
smartphone use a reltaltid media in the i?gg%?;?:l Setting an | Browsing for QQSITnugbz who found % C
activi . : :
at home | smartphone | njine inythe reference | Block/report M?cl)(f?lea Change tasks** alarm information video akyllgi%a:f " 8
reference week* a profile pr password 3 ;U
private =
week* o j>
Andhra Pradesh 93.8 88.1 66.1 82.3 64.5 66.3 62.5 71.6 86.0 80.6 86.2 98.4 ? |_
Arunachal Pradesh 97.4 88.6 61.2 79.8 71.5 72.3 70.2 82.0 85.1 84.3 91.2 94.4 =1
Assam 91.4 85.1 55.9 76.9 59.2 51.6 56.4 73.0 73.7 69.1 87.2 90.0 f:p
Bihar 82.5 76.6 57.6 75.2 65.8 57.4 59.7 63.5 75.0 80.9 87.1 93.0 %'
Chhattisgarh 93.8 82.5 48.4 77.6 62.6 52.0 53.6 67.6 711 87.7 89.2 89.8 -
Gujarat 96.0 82.3 60.8 73.2 62.8 53.6 57.3 69.1 79.2 76.3 86.3 92.8
Haryana 92.4 88.2 66.1 77.5 68.2 66.6 68.3 73.2 89.0 90.6 94.1 96.4
Himachal Pradesh 96.7 94.3 64.8 90.2 73.7 75.0 75.7 83.4 89.4 92.2 96.2 96.9
Jammu and Kashmir 93.7 83.9 64.0 79.4 73.8 71.5 75.4 72.4 87.6 83.5 88.3 96.0
Jharkhand 85.1 76.8 63.4 70.0 66.0 56.8 56.3 62.0 74.3 82.4 89.8 93.0
Karnataka 94.5 80.8 64.4 70.6 52.3 49.2 51.8 68.4 83.0 75.9 81.9 93.2
Kerala 99.1 97.3 82.4 90.9 84.4 80.6 80.5 89.1 94.8 87.2 98.3 99.5
Madhya Pradesh 87.0 79.4 51.1 74.3 62.6 56.0 60.8 58.4 71.5 80.8 84.0 90.5
Maharashtra 94.2 84.1 63.3 72.7 60.9 55.2 55.7 70.0 83.4 86.7 89.3 92.3
Meghalaya 94.5 53.6 38.4 74.1 63.5 68.5 60.3 49.8 70.8 71.3 80.5 91.3
Mizoram 99.4 96.7 48.5 85.6 711 68.3 69.6 92.4 84.8 80.0 96.0 93.6
Nagaland 95.0 82.9 51.3 76.1 64.5 64.3 65.8 82.7 81.5 84.3 90.8 86.9
Odisha 83.2 80.9 61.7 77.6 57.0 51.9 58.6 69.1 75.0 71.4 85.9 93.1
Punjab 96.2 94.2 63.3 86.8 75.0 69.5 68.2 79.4 87.8 85.4 92.5 96.8
Rajasthan 91.7 78.9 50.5 73.5 58.9 56.3 56.8 50.5 72.4 81.1 82.5 89.4
Sikkim 98.6 97.5 66.4 89.9 83.9 85.4 86.1 95.9 92.3 89.3 94.7 94.9
Tamil Nadu 92.2 87.0 65.3 79.6 74.2 70.0 68.5 77.2 87.2 81.0 89.6 96.6
Telangana 96.0 92.3 61.1 82.5 67.2 60.8 62.0 75.7 89.0 84.4 88.6 98.1
Tripura 90.0 89.3 60.8 82.9 59.7 54.4 61.9 76.6 82.9 76.6 87.2 95.4 -
Uttar Pradesh 86.8 80.8 51.9 74.1 56.9 48.5 52.5 60.8 72.5 79.7 86.1 89.4 ;
Uttarakhand 93.0 89.3 61.4 80.0 73.8 70.4 69.9 66.9 84.0 86.4 86.0 92.4 ;
West Bengal 84.4 84.7 43.2 76.1 49.7 38.3 45.7 66.6 60.3 60.9 83.8 84.3 &
All India 89.1 82.2 57.0 76.0 62.0 55.2 57.7 65.9 76.9 79.3 87.0 92.1 z
*Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey. S

**Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 17: Trends over time Table 19: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enroliment of 60 or less.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024
2010 AONES 2022
Primary* 8419 | 9180 | 9622 | 8504 Primary o YEE 2 22
Upper primary or higher*| 5821 6818 7425 7224 Upper primary or higher 27 | 107 ‘ 115 135
Total schools visited 14240 15998 17047 15728
. Table 20: Multigrade classes. 2024
Table 18: Trends over time i .
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools observed sitting with |observed sitting with
! ! ! any other Std any other Std
Primary Primary 67.0 66.0
Upper primary or higher 60.4 60.3

% Enrolled children
present (Average) 729 72.4 73.0 75.9

Table 21: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)

% Teachers present 871 851 868 875 in classrooms. 2024

(Average)

Upper primary or higher | 2010 2018

% Enrolled children

Of those schools with
TLM, work done by
students displayed in

TLM observed in
% Schools classroom (apart

from textbooks)

oresent (Average) 73.4 723 713 73.4 classroom
% Teach t i
(Xveel‘:ceirs presen 86.4 858 875 86.9 Primary . . 87.0 85.7 75.0 75.9
g Upper primary or higher 86.7 85.4 79.4 80.2
School facilities

Table 22: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Schools with

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 84.6 | 87.1/89.5|91.9
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 82.1191.0|89.4 | 89.3
No facility for drinking water 17.0 | 13.9] 125 | 12.6
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 103 | 11.3[11.4| 9.8
water Drinking water available 72.7 | 74.8| 76.1 | 77.7
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 1.0 3.0 29| 23
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 41.8 | 22.8| 21.0 | 18.7
Toilet useable 472 | 74.2| 76.2 | 79.0
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 3121 11.5/108 | 9.8
Girls" Separate provision but locked 18.7 | 10.5| 8.1 | 6.3
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 172 | 11.7112.8 | 12.0
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 329 | 664|684 | 72.0
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No library 37.4 | 258|217 | 17.5
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 24.7 | 37.3| 34.4 | 31.2
Library books being used by children on day of visit 379 369|439 | 51.3
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 75.0| 93.0 | 95.9

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit o /85| 853 897
No computer available for children to use 842 | 787|773 | 72.6
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 7.2 | 14.8| 14.8 | 16.2
Computer being used by children on day of visit 86| 65| 79| 111
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 23: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one

directive from R (e TR ©n Teaching . School
FLN - Received funds :
govt to Learning readiness

0,
% Schools implement FLN Material (TLM) 1or TLM lfor program held
e - for FLN FLN activities** for Std |
activities wit Offline Sl or F e
Std -1 /11 activities**
75.2 59.7

Received a Received

) Primary* 80.5 73.2 37.0 75.7
Current academic
year (2024-2025) . ) .
Upper primary or higher 86.5 80.5 69.1 76.1 35.3 77.8
i ) Primary 81.4 78.9 69.0 76.4 47.0 75.1
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) ) .
Upper primary or higher 85.8 82.0 76.5 76.6 39.6 77.1
Table 24: Trends over time Table 25: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed If ot
distributed
% Schools i % Schools in all grades,
Al Some | grades/ then %
grades | grades don’t schools where
know funds given
2022 90.2 6.8 3.0 100 2022 | 68.2 9.3 22.5 100 52.8
Primary Primary
2024 95.8 3.8 0.4 100 2024 | 64.1 12.0 24.0 100 66.2
. 2022 84.4 8.7 6.9 100 . 2022 | 51.1 16.2 32.7 100 50.8
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024 95.1 4.5 0.3 100 2024 | 545 | 149 30.6 100 56.2

Table 26: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

Upper primary or

. Primary
% Schools with
20182022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 746 |83.0 792|874

education for every class

Separate teacher 58| 43| 48|30.8|31.3/30.2

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 63.0 | 62.2 |66.4 | 46.6 | 45.5|51.7
education

teacher No teacher 31.2|33.4/28.8|22.6|23.2(18.1

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100| 100| 100
Playground in the school 64.2 | 66.766.2 |69.6| 71.8|72.2
Sports equipment available 55.8|80.681.6|71.5|82.7/83.3

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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Table 27A: Trends over time
Performance of schools with respect to selected Right to Education indicators. By state. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

PTR & CTR School facilities

Number of schools visited % Schools complying with: % Schools with:

Pupil-teacher ratio norms Office/store/office cum store Playground
2022 | 2024 | 2010 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 | 2010 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 | 2010 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 | 2010 | 201

Andhra Pradesh 374 379 298 352 60.0 | 61.5 57.4 | 62.6 539 | 70.0 | 753 82.9 57.0 | 58.6 594 | 514 61.2 619 | 64.2 71.7
Arunachal Pradesh 259 159 238 182 78.0 | 74.2 78.0 | 82.1 798 | 653 | 67.5 62.8 77.7 | 86.6 82.2 | 822 58.9 554 | 76.0 | 81.1
Assam 519 714 740 734| 33.6 | 474 491 57.9 67.7 | 68.5 | 66.0 65.5 57.5 | 63.1 57.0 | 63.0 61.5 61.1 | 619 | 657
Bihar 967 | 1100 | 1101 1114 8.8 | 19.7 19.1 38.2 482 | 596 | 61.7 63.1 69.0 | 83.7 80.3 | 828 48.3 51.1 549 | 47.9
Chhattisgarh 425 468 | 1645 786 39.6 | 56.6 43.7 | 405 64.2 | 71.8 | 70.1 83.4 79.0 | 82.8 82.1 80.1 45.0 68.8 | 71.7 | 70.1
Gujarat 623 644 711 648 | 62.7 | 83.5 776 | 78.7 84.2 | 86.3 | 89.2 84.2 80.2 | 78.0 89.8 | 77.8 75.5 826 | 757 | 79.9
Haryana 528 613 500 531| 403 | 76.3 59.5 | 747 75.1 79.2 | 80.6 73.4 85.8 | 88.3 86.8 | 85.7 79.7 83.4 | 84.0 | 843
Himachal Pradesh 261 293 263 268| 60.6 | 56.8 47.5 | 58.1 76.7 | 78.9 | 87.1 85.7 759 | 79.8 81.1 86.8 75.6 81.7 | 828 | 84.2
Jammu and Kashmir 0 376 529 517 92.6 924 | 884 43.8 | 56.3 60.2 84.5 88.1 86.7 54.7 | 59.7 59.1
Jharkhand 547 674 677 671 11.2 | 283 21.2 | 27.7 81.2 | 83.1 85.1 84.9 849 | 86.6 86.3 | 87.2 37.9 39.1 | 43.2 | 448
Karnataka 769 848 812 827 69.4 | 79.4 716 | 78.1 828 | 82.6 | 855 84.7 721 81.8 79.8 | 751 66.0 789 | 785 | 78.2
Kerala 275 279 412 358| 89.2 | 946 949 | 983 80.3 | 84.7 | 90.6 70.8 88.4 | 93.2 746 | 71.8 76.3 67.7 | 75.1 81.8
Madhya Pradesh 1219 | 1451 1454 | 1432 19.4 | 49.0 541 60.7 814 | 71.3 | 64.6 70.4 69.5 | 70.7 736 | 73.2 61.1 69.2 | 74.2 75.1
Maharashtra 902 927 823 872 589 | 77.6 67.7 | 76.5 876 | 83.7 | 81.7 81.0 343 | 38.7 30.8 | 48.3 84.7 86.8 | 85.6 | 80.6
Meghalaya 110 143 117 122 543 | 452 54.0 | 455 84.2 | 78.1 78.3 83.0 346 | 475 395 | 516 45.8 54.4 | 57.9 | 69.7
Mizoram 174 233 212 180 89.1 | 75.4 95.2 | 949 57.6 | 69.1 44.5 64.6 785 | 84.1 495 | 65.7 39.0 655 | 78.0 | 83.1
Nagaland 223 289 216 2471 919 | 976 98,5 | 97.3 78.6 | 56.1 70.8 60.5 83.8 | 82.4 87.7 | 84.7 64.2 52.1 546 | 655
Odisha 741 812 807 813 225 | 56.0 52.2 | 53.2 740 | 732 | 752 79.0 74.7 | 84.7 77.4 | 83.8 44.4 31.8 | 32.0 | 39.1
Punjab 449 554 590 582| 349 | 76.1 65.6 | 69.8 769 | 728 | 79.6 78.9 78.5 | 80.1 81.6 | 83.0 69.3 72.0 | 76.1 74.8
Rajasthan 896 837 749 785| 46.4 | 67.2 68.5 | 81.6 820 | 793 | 773 70.6 91.2 | 943 92.7 | 94.2 51.7 703 | 77.8 | 76.1
Sikkim 69 108 94 101 934 | 99.0 989 | 99.0 613 | 81.2 | 547 53.3 92.7 | 73.7 87.1 86.0 79.7 879 | 87.2 97.0
Tamil Nadu 662 750 691 534| 47.0 | 59.9 445 | 51.8 752 | 81.2 | 81.0 81.5 54.8 | 50.9 39.1 38.9 68.7 725 | 69.7 | 67.1
Telangana 258 259 259 262 64.2 | 66.4 57.3 | 70.9 526 | 685 | 72.2 67.8 75.1 80.7 79.1 75.7 83.9 77.0 | 78.1 83.6
Uttar Pradesh 1896 | 1998 | 2030 | 2030| 16.1 | 33.3 433 | 64.2 816 | 71.3 | 685 71.6 88.6 | 86.3 89.0 | 89.2 60.8 713 | 727 | 71.2
Uttarakhand 337 296 280 266 13.7 | 31.3 23.4 | 251 87.4 | 81.8 | 86.7 87.7 87.7 | 90.7 90.1 93.5 67.0 686 | 735 | 75.0
West Bengal 408 441 480 469| 26.2 | 64.3 61.1 65.3 648 | 548 | 63.4 57.4 79.0 | 815 83.5 | 81.2 421 52.8 | 57.8 | 60.3
All India 14240 | 15998 | 17047 | 15728 | 38.9 | 57.8 55.0 | 63.5 76.2 | 729 | 72.9 73.8 741 | 77.2 76.7 | 77.5 62.0 66.5 | 68.9 | 68.9
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Table 27B: Trends over time

Performance of schools with respect to selected Right to Education indicators. By state. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Andhra Pradesh
Arunachal Pradesh
Assam

Bihar
Chhattisgarh
Gujarat

Haryana
Himachal Pradesh
Jammu and Kashmir
Jharkhand
Karnataka
Kerala

Madhya Pradesh
Maharashtra
Meghalaya
Mizoram
Nagaland

Odisha

Punjab

Rajasthan

Sikkim

Tamil Nadu
Telangana

Uttar Pradesh
Uttarakhand
West Bengal

All India

47.2
24.5
19.1
48.1
48.8
84.4
82.7
37.9

27.0
59.3
81.8
37.3
57.5
14.2
37.7
42.8
40.8
82.8
70.1
14.5
60.7
61.2
44.4
66.8
34.5
51.0

55.1
51.4
59.5
55.7
71.8
96.3
90.8
63.6
38.7
34.8
84.7
80.2
44.7
74.0
12.7
35.5
36.4
50.4
92.6
84.6
359
75.6
71.4
72.4
58.3
55.1
64.4

Boundary wall

79.3
63.1
55.6
56.1
77.5
94.3
92.9
63.9
55.6
43.4
81.9
88.4
61.3
81.5
17.5
50.5
30.5
65.4
93.1
87.6
34.4
78.4
76.5
88.3
71.3
72.5
72.4

81.7
65.6
62.6
59.3
82.7
92.4
92.8
71.4
53.2
47.9
85.1
90.7
62.4
77.9
19.7
46.3
571
70.9
98.6
89.2
68.3
84.1
84.0
91.9
751
65.4
75.3

Kitchen shed for cooking
mid-day meal

2010 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 | 2010 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 2010

64.2
64.0
80.2
64.0
86.1
88.3
51.0
82.5

73.5
92.9
98.1
89.9
78.2
60.6
96.2
81.7
74.4
94.7
83.8
95.7
96.7
71.0
89.3
96.3
86.3
82.1

72.9
57.4
92.2
91.6
97.0
90.4
88.2
99.3
86.3
88.7
93.0
99.2
85.7
94.9
84.5
96.1
83.0
89.7
99.1
92.8
953
96.2
86.4
95.4
98.0
94.0
91.0

73.7
57.1
91.2
86.4
93.5
69.0
90.6
99.2
87.4
84.8
92.4
99.3
82.6
94.1
92.1
93.3
85.9
90.6
99.3
90.5
96.8
95.0
84.5
94.0
94.9
95.8
89.4

771
59.8
90.4
81.1
90.9
90.6
91.3
97.8
88.9
88.9
92.5
99.4
79.7
95.4
92.6
94.9
81.4
92.0
99.5
89.4
97.0
96.6
80.5
91.3
98.9
93.8
89.3

School facilities

% Schools with:

Drinking water available

64.8
53.2
60.9
78.7
77.6
79.4
74.6
83.2

73.8
75.8
85.7
78.5
69.0
23.9
48.5
37.0
70.3
83.1
68.0
76.8
80.5
64.8
82.2
68.3
67.2
72.7

58.1
44.7
68.0
89.7
82.5
88.0
82.0
89.4
54.6
82.6
76.8
52.9
71.0
70.9
15.5
57.4
27.3
82.8
82.7
72.8
74.5
80.2
57.2
85.1
75.6
81.3
74.8

65.6
62.0
78.3
87.3
82.2
71.8
84.7
88.9
69.3
82.1
67.8
52.7
69.3
67.3
16.2
58.0
25.7
85.4
92.7
74.7
74.2
82.0
56.9
88.0
84.4
78.1
76.1

55.9
58.8
79.4
88.7
81.1
83.5
80.5
90.4
74.8
86.7
66.8
57.3
70.7
66.5
23.8
60.3
39.8
85.5
88.6
85.6
78.0
77.7
53.2
88.5
86.6
75.5
77.7

Toilet available and useable

38.6
253
33.1
33.6
29.6
64.8
67.9
56.0

26.8
38.4
58.2
50.3
53.0
24.5
55.6
53.9
44.4
61.2
65.4
59.4
44.6
38.6
47.4
53.4
52.1
47.2

86.4
50.0
21.4
75.6
85.7
91.3
920.8
94.2
73.0
74.9
70.8
89.4
68.3
70.1
44.8
44.6
61.8
75.7
89.5
84.9
82.4
90.2
77.0
72.7
85.8
81.1
74.2

82.8
60.1
82.6
70.9
71.3
95.8
71.4
87.1
72.8
75.7
71.4
72.3
67.2
65.2
44.4
72.9
64.4
82.1
84.1
86.8
81.9
82.9
73.4
82.0
76.3
84.0
76.2

2022 | 2024 | 2010 | 2018 2022

78.4
55.3
80.9
82.5
73.6
77.4
78.7
89.9
81.8
78.0
80.7
85.6
68.8
61.8
62.3
57.9
68.1
73.6
81.2
92.7
87.1
81.4
75.7
89.9
90.5
82.3
79.0

25.4
12.2
13.7
18.1
20.0
49.9
52.8
38.7

20.9
31.8
43.9
28.9
43.2
14.8
30.8
30.6
34.7
49.4
50.3
37.5
351
25.4
33.9
24.0
23.7
32.9

Girls' toilet
available and useable

81.1
28.2
16.0
63.0
75.7
87.4
84.4
86.3
48.2
72.5
66.4
83.4
56.5
63.9
29.9
34.9
47.0
69.1
83.9
80.9
75.7
86.2
71.9
67.2
67.2
67.7
66.4

2022

80.8
436
70.2
63.8
60.0
94.2
68.5
76.4
53.1
72.8
67.0
69.8
55. 1
60.8
29.8
473
48.6
76.5
79.6
84.4
77.7
78.6
63.8
78.0
58.6
71.5
68.4

2024

77.2
37.6
67.7
73.6
62.7
75.6
74.6
81.7
57.6
75.5
77.7
82.5
58.9
58.3
31.2
36.3
46.0
68.8
77.0
88.0
79.2
77.5
73.7
88.3
79.8
66.2
72.0
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Table 28A: Trends over time S —
Performance of schools with respect to other selected indicators. By state. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 g :
% Schools with: ‘:Bi Q
% Enrolled children present % Teachers present Weekly time allotted for g ~
(Average) (Average) Total enrollment of 60 or less | physical education for every Sports equipment available % m
class o
s A
2010 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 | 2010 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 % C
Andhra Pradesh 75.6 | 82.0 | 83.3 | 89.8 | 834 82.1| 855 | 858 | 31.5| 38.6| 40.3 | 54.0 79.4 | 86.9 80.9 | 77.8 | 88.4 % ;U
Arunachal Pradesh 825 | 77.7 76.1 74.6 | 85.3 711 76.7 | 77.0 33.9 | 49.0 | 55.8 | 61.1 30.2 | 49.7 28.2 57.0 | 63.1 _% >
Assam 69.0 | 72.9 77.2 | 67.8 | 90.0 874 91.0| 91.6 409 | 41.0| 405 | 443 66.1 78.4 50.1 86.5 | 94.0 % I_
Bihar 55.9 | 53.7 546 | 55.2 | 81.7 72.1 | 83.3 | 81.2 0.2 1.3 1.3 3.3 659 | 77.5 545 | 65.3 | 78.1 ;
Chhattisgarh 70.5 | 75.2 711 74.1 | 86.5 84.2 | 86.6 | 89.9 16.1 40.2 | 43.8 | 544 91.6 | 94.1 496 | 90.5| 85.6 %:L‘
Gujarat 84.7 | 856 | 84.3 | 86.4 | 958 92.3| 96.9 | 959 46| 128 | 12.2 | 144 91.2 | 929 81.0 | 86.0 | 84.0 %
Haryana 824 | 776 | 786 | 78.4 | 89.0 87.5| 87.3 | 849 6.5 17.6 | 14.4 | 24.2 67.3 | 829 61.4 | 826 | 823 3
Himachal Pradesh 90.0 | 83.4 | 83.3 | 85.2 | 88.0 75.8 | 828 | 81.2 | 486 | 83.1| 81.4 | 86.9 65.0 | 88.8 70.0 | 954 | 92.9
Jammu and Kashmir 76.9 745 | 77.8 82.4| 84.1| 84.8 52.4 | 53.8 | 53.2 71.7 | 79.7 76.0 | 88.7 | 90.5
Jharkhand 59.9 | 61.9 649 | 69.0 | 84.4 904 | 92.3 | 87.4 7.7 189 | 184 | 21.0 70.9 | 84.2 67.4 | 79.5| 88.9
Karnataka 72.5 | 84.1 87.5| 86.9| 89.5 89.9 | 92.6 | 89.5 17.8 | 263 | 299 | 324 76.7 | 83.0 725 | 73.1 | 67.7
Kerala 92.4 | 83.2 83.1 84.8 | 92.5 85.0 | 88.9 | 87.3 19.9 | 241 16.2 | 28.4 86.0 | 93.1 658 | 71.6 | 62.9
Madhya Pradesh 66.6 | 55.8 56.8 | 57.8 | 87.9 85.7 | 85.1 | 87.9 104 | 33.8| 29.7 | 36.6 71.4 | 79.9 57.3 | 81.8 | 69.7
Maharashtra 92.0 | 86.3 85.6 | 87.8 | 92.7 89.4 | 934 | 925 16.7 | 264 | 29.2 | 32.8 96.0 | 97.5 74.2 | 78.6 | 73.3
Meghalaya 75.5 | 74.9 74.4 | 77.8 | 93.0 86.6 | 92.7 | 88.4 71.0| 69.0| 754 | 795 439 | 62.0 19.9 | 42.1 42.6
Mizoram 85.8 | 834 | 84.4 | 90.3 | 94.4 83.2 | 88.3| 90.8 | 39.8 | 84.1 | 73.0 | 89.3 75.8 | 73.0 75.0 | 73.0 | 82.3
Nagaland 82.0 | 78.2 84.6 | 839 | 87.2 79.2 | 88.4 | 849 | 458 | 61.3 | 69.5| 72.7 24.4 | 35.8 42.6 | 58.8| 69.7
Odisha 72.1 | 81.0 | 82.1 81.2 | 86.6 93.4| 93.3| 89.8 | 214 | 316 | 30.8 | 32.6 81.0 | 954 70.4 | 859 | 91.6
Punjab 82.7 | 83.0 | 79.7 | 80.1 | 88.5 85.5| 85.7 | 81.8 17.2 | 38.2 | 33.8 | 37.0 69.8 | 70.6 58.5| 91.9| 89.3
Rajasthan 72.8 | 75.1 73.6 | 73.7 | 88.7 859 | 845 | 87.9 13.0 17.7 | 22.3 | 27.0 79.5 | 89.9 65.1 88.0 | 86.9
Sikkim 83.7 | 84.5 82.5 | 88.6 | 80.4 81.1| 81.2 | 90.0 23.2 53.3 | 70.2 | 60.4 72.3 | 87.1 80.2 | 91.5| 921
Tamil Nadu 90.3 | 91.1 88.6 | 88.8 | 83.8 93.1| 934 | 91.3 | 244 | 39.6 | 40.0 | 46.0 80.9 | 83.3 73.7 | 76.7 | 78.3
Telangana 679 | 749 | 755 | 73.5| 823 84.7 | 85.5| 855 17.2 | 348 | 259 | 45.2 459 | 77.7 59.1 | 48.6 | 82.3
Uttar Pradesh 57.6 | 59.9 56.2 | 70.6 | 80.9 85.6 | 79.8 | 85.2 46| 10.4 79| 17.6 88.7 | 94.0 57.1 95.7 | 96.7 N
Uttarakhand 89.7 | 82.9 | 82.2 | 8.6 | 90.9 86.2 | 89.1| 849 | 69.0| 73.1| 74.0 | 79.0 89.9 | 96.2 50.5| 90.9 | 904 g
West Bengal 685 | 549 | 68.2 | 64.3 | 85.6 76.7 | 86.3 | 83.8 10.1 20.2 | 22.5 | 30.0 77.0 | 853 543 | 57.7 | 61.6 ‘i
All India 73.1 | 724 72.2 | 74.8 | 86.8 85.4 | 87.1 | 87.3 17.3 | 29.4 | 29.8 | 34.4 76.7 | 85.1 62.4 | 81.5| 82.4 ;
z
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Table 28B: Trends over time S —
Performance of schools with respect to other selected indicators. By state. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 g :
. 2 Q.
% Schools with: _r%* —
oy boks svaloble | chrbh oeiayaane it | Computer awlave | PTPS SBE | widay me s i scrol [N
on day of visit on day of visit % ;U
2010 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 | 2010 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 | 2010 | 2018 | 2022 | 2024 2018 | 2022 | 2024 % C
Andhra Pradesh 92.0 | 91.0 | 80.4 | 83.8| 77.6 | 54.8 | 55.7 | 67.0 | 9.3 | 22.6| 242 [ 192 | 62| 6.6 | 82 | 9.3 | 99.7 | 96.0 | 98.6 | 98.6 é Py
Arunachal Pradesh 13.0 | 241 | 220 | 225 6.3 4.4 5.9 9.3 | 143 7.7 | 13.7 | 16.5 8.0 1.3 3.9 6.0 | 471 | 36.2 | 51.3 | 57.2 g >
Assam 208 ( 731 | 72.7 | 77.2 | 105 | 38.8 | 342 | 41.2 1.8 6.5 8.6 | 11.6 0.2 1.6 1.6 2.6 | 67.3 | 64.0 | 66.3 | 83.0 ? —
Bihar 529 | 59.1 | 66.0 | 67.9 | 282 | 275 | 354 | 435 6.9 3.4 7.6 | 16.5 4.0 0.6 1.5 9.4 | 57.2 | 845 | 86.8 | 92.9 g
Chhattisgarh 729 | 89.7 | 844 | 889 | 365 | 23.8 | 249 | 41.8 4.1 2.4 3.2 3.5 1.7 0.4 0.3 05| 946 | 91.7 | 93.6 | 96.3 ::'a
Gujarat 83.8 | 853 | 89.1 | 83.6 | 485 | 40.5| 723 | 554 | 52.2 669 | 61.4 | 746 | 27.9 | 240 | 409 | 40.0 | 96.2 | 94.1 | 82.6 | 98.6 5
Haryana 64.6 | 84.0 | 82.7 | 86.4| 316 | 39.1 | 495 | 59.2 | 17.4 18.3 | 25.3 | 28.5 6.9 51 11.1 | 12.7 | 93.7 ? | 87.5| 955 .
Himachal Pradesh 80.3 | 973 | 95.1 | 96.3 | 413 | 243 | 36.5 | 32.6 6.7 6.6 | 11.3 | 17.2 3.2 2.1 2.3 2.3 | 98.0 | 93.1 | 91.1 | 955
Jammu and Kashmir 589 | 62.7 | 72.0 26.6 | 32.3| 33.0 17.2 | 28.4 | 29.7 46| 11.8 | 15.1 77.3 | 82.2 | 842
Jharkhand 61.6 | 87.1 | 86.2 | 86.3 | 28.4 | 50.5 | 59.1 | 53.5 7.0 6.6 8.5 | 32.9 4.1 1.1 2.0 | 157 | 926 | 79.0 | 89.4 | 953
Karnataka 924 | 83.0 | 826 | 89.6| 648 | 36.1 | 51.9 | 56.3 | 294 | 418 | 324 | 358 | 134 9.9 | 109 | 13.8 | 96.0 | 97.5 | 99.6 | 99.3
Kerala 83.1 | 90.0 | 849 | 87.7| 624 | 305 | 139 | 206 | 828 | 754 | 73.0 | 70.2 | 66.7 | 22.4 | 19.9 | 149 [100.0 | 96.1 | 92.6 | 89.9
Madhya Pradesh 56.3 | 84.0 | 834 | 87.7 | 29.1 | 43.8 | 48.6 | 59.2 7.5 3.8 4.8 8.5 1.7 0.7 0.8 3.0 | 947 | 829 | 883 | 91.8
Maharashtra 86.1 | 88.4 | 852 | 89.0 | 66.5 | 36.9 | 405 | 51.7 | 33.3 64.6 | 53.0 | 51.7 | 19.8 | 19.0 | 19.0 | 20.4 | 90.7 | 94.7 | 93.2 | 95.1
Meghalaya 220 106 | 16.2 | 27.1 | 156 2.8 | 11.1 ] 17.2 2.8 2.1 1.7 3.3 0.9 0.7 0.0 1.6 | 51.9 | 479 | 49.1 | 615
Mizoram 6.4 | 176 | 38.7 | 43.9 1.7 2.6 | 123 6.7 7.7 9.9 4.4 |10.6 5.9 0.4 0.0 0.0 | 940 | 89.2 | 924 | 75.0
Nagaland 13.3 | 12.9 | 55.1 | 74.1 9.2 6.9 | 250 | 31.4 | 148 13.2 | 305 | 374 3.7 2.4 6.6 46 | 31.9 | 274 | 27.2 | 4438
Odisha 653 | 80.2 | 59.0 | 57.6 | 46.8 | 54.0 | 38.8 | 38.2 7.1 18.7 | 17.5 | 20.3 4.4 6.4 5.5 6.2 | 888 | 98.8 | 98.6 | 98.1
Punjab 96.0 [ 88.1 | 96.8 | 97.2 | 66.0 | 449 | 40.6 | 40.7 | 10.7 215 | 855 | 843 5.2 3.8 222 |31.7 | 979 | 93.4 | 99.1 | 974
Rajasthan 63.7 | 81.8 | 84.8 | 90.2 | 233 | 34.1 | 36.4 | 504 | 157 | 38.6 | 33.8 | 37.0 53| 116 | 11.1 | 17.2 | 948 | 951 | 954 | 82.4
Sikkim 441 | 523 | 68.1 | 79.2 | 26,5 | 31.8 | 447 | 59.4 | 39.1 336 | 63.4 | 68.3 | 246 94| 344 | 356 | 986 | 785 | 989 | 96.0
Tamil Nadu 79.1 | 83.8 | 80.0 | 86.7 | 57.8 | 52.4 | 545 | 643 | 47.0 | 579 | 433 | 58.7 | 294 | 293 | 194 | 285 | 99.4 | 98.7 | 99.6 | 99.2
Telangana 920 | 77.7 | 81.0 | 86.1| 77.6 | 55.7 | 62.0 | 56.8 9.3 10.6 | 141 9.0 6.2 3.1 2.3 3.9 | 984 | 958 | 97.3 | 91.5
Uttar Pradesh 48.7 | 63.1 | 934 | 985 | 229 | 357 | 67.5| 77.6 1.4 3.3 6.1 | 10.9 0.3 0.7 1.2 3.2 | 713 | 933 | 942 | 954 g
Uttarakhand 477 | 84.8 | 89.6 | 98.2 | 204 | 26.1 | 55.9 | 57.1 6.7 9.8 | 39.4 | 59.6 1.5 0.7 7.3 |1 19.3 | 95.0| 88.1 | 97.1 | 98.9 §
West Bengal 495 | 66.1 | 47.0 | 529 | 31.8 | 384 | 34.0 | 335 1.3 6.7 5.2 4.7 0.5 1.2 0.8 1.1 63.4 | 81.6 | 925 | 849 E
All India 62.6 (| 74.2 | 78.3 | 82.5| 37.9 | 36.9 | 43.9 | 51.3 | 15.8 | 21.3 | 22.7 | 27.4 8.6 6.5 7.9 | 111 84.6 | 87.1 | 89.5 | 91.9 ;
:
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ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 13 OUT OF 13 DISTRICTS

Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Annual Status of Education Report
3m -
ASER 3

M

Facilitated by PRATHA

School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools.
By age group and sex.

2024

Age 6-14: All
Age 7-16: All
Age 7-10: All
Age 7-10: Boys
Age 7-10: Girls
Age 11-14: All
Age 11-14: Boys
Age 11-14: Girls
Age 15-16: All
Age 15-16: Boys
Age 15-16: Girls

61.8
61.8
59.1
55.2
62.7
64.8
62.8
66.9
61.3
58.2
64.5

37.9
37.7
40.6
44.5
37.0
34.9
37.0
32.8
36.6
39.0
34.1

0.2
0.2
0.1
0.3
0.1
0.0
0.1
0.8
1.5
0.1

0.3
0.1
0.2
0.0
0.2
0.2
0.2
1.3
1.3
1.3

100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100

Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.
2006-2024

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS.
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children
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Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-

schools and schools. By age. 2022

Pre-school

Anganwadi

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

80.7
68.3
40.4
4.0
0.4
0.4

2.1
1.6
2.1
0.5
0.1
0.1

Pvt
LKG/
UKG

5.4
22.6
36.5
19.2

2.8

0.5

Govt

1.7
2.3
13.0
51.7
63.9
67.4

Pvt

1.0
3.6
7.5
241
31.8
31.1

school | Total

Not in
pre-
Other| or

school
0.0 9.2
0.0 1.6
0.0 0.5
0.1 0.4
0.5 0.5
0.2 0.3

100
100
100
100
100
100

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

Pre-school

86.8 1.0
64.6 1.3
29.3 3.7
6.6 1.3
0.8 0.5
0.2 0.1

Govt

1.1
3.3
8.7
43.2
52.3
56.1

Pvt

1.6
3.1
11.6
27.7
40.8
42.4

Other

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.3
0.2

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Not in

pre-

school | Total
or

school
1.6 | 100
0.5 | 100
0.1 100
0.0 | 100
0.0 | 100
0.0 | 100
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Annual Status of Education Report
ASER g

Facilitated by PRATHAM

Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

st |Notevenl | atier Word Std | std I Total
letter level text|level text
I 22.5 42.7 28.1 43 2.4 100
I 9.6 32.2 393 13.8 5.0 100
Il 5.9 18.5 36.5 23.4 15.7 100
Y 4.0 13.2 28.9 29.0 24.9 100
\Y 2.3 9.1 20.9 30.1 37.7 100
VI 1.9 8.8 18.2 26.9 441 100
\i 2.2 6.2 12.5 28.4 50.8 100
VIl 2.2 6.3 10.7 24.6 56.2 100

Reading tool

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
5.9% cannot even read letters, 18.5% can read letters but not words or higher,
36.5% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 23.4% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 15.7% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std IIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 213 32.0 24.7 children in Std Ill who can
read a Std Il level text. This
Zile 19.0 283 22.6 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 226 225 22.6 level” reading for Std Ill.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 10.5 10.1 103 government schools and
2024 14.7 16.8 15.5 private schools is shown

tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIl who
can read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt Gort & Govt Pvt
Pvt*

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

2014 57.0 58.2 57.4 79.5 81.6
2016 52.6 60.6 55.3 73.5 78.0
2018 57.1 64.8 59.7 78.6 78.2
2022 37.9 31.5 36.3 64.7 72.0 66.5
2024 37.5 38.5 37.9 53.0 64.8 56.5

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024

Not even [Recognise numbers

Subtract| Divide

11-99 e H s Y

| 18.9 33.3 39.7 5.9 2.2 100 =E r v
I 6.4 212 49.7 18.9 3.7 100 =i _43  _48 Tyees(
i 48 1.0 40.1 312 12.9 100 |:|_ —
IV 2.9 7.6 328 343 225 100 |“||=3| - -

' ' ' ' ' 1[4 =4 _ =% | gyme(
Vv 18 48 21.7 355 36.2 100 St | e T
v 1.5 43 20.5 34.7 39.0 100 | 47 | | T2 | 58 3
Vil 23 31 173 | 288 | 485 | 100 e || 2 =37 =13 | gyeevq(

el e

Vil 23 42 14.2 30.9 48.4 100 El

The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in
Std Ill, 4.8% cannot even recognise numbers from 1 to 9, 11% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 40.1% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 31.2% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 12.9% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.

%
O]
B
s

Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std lll. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std Il who can . . DA
° do at least subtraction i s siisis, dilldien & % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIl who
expected to do 2-digit by 2- do division can do division
digit subtraction with
borrowing by Std Il. Table 8
2014 314 57.8 39.8 shgws thle proportion of
children in Std lll who can 2014 37.8 37.3 37.6 53.0 56.4
2016 39.1 62.9 483 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 35.9 40.3 37.4 41.2 50.5
2018 34.1 45.6 385 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data
2022 9.2 42.9 336 ;(gvz?:(:;:;ti,;;o;g: iar;d 2018 36.7 45.3 39.7 44.0 47.6
2024 409 487 440 private schools is shown 2022 27.3 36.4 29.7 51.8 51.5 51.7
ly.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately 2024 35.1 385 36.2 45.2 56.6 48.6
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
Chart 4: Trends over time .
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex. ¥
2022 and 2024 B
100 R
90
80
70
c
T 60 558
S 52.1
% 50 47.0 448
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024 Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024
% Children who: % Children who:
Of those who Of those who
Could bring Gl Use @ Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone, Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone srcnzr;tu;i:e % who have smartphone | smartphone Cantu;e a1 % who have
at home | to do digital P their own at home | to do digital [>M P1ON€ | their own
tasks* smartphone tasks* smartphone
14 92.9 69.7 86.8 45.2 Boys 94.1 75.9 89.8 48.2
15 95.5 72.2 89.8 46.3 .
Girls 93.5 67.3 86.4 45.5
16 92.7 74.9 88.2 51.4
Al 938 716 881 46.9 All 93.8 71.6 88.1 46.9
Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone, Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference % children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024  activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024
% Children % Children|
. O, i . i
who did /"hcoh"‘:;? Of those who used social who did C"V h%ht‘i;ed” Of those who used social
any [Whou - - : any dia, % child h :
education-| any social media, % children who can: education-| any social Medid, 76 CAIATEN WAo can
related | media in related | media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a activity in the Block/ | Make a
the |reference| report a | profile | Shange refet?r:nce reference | report a | profile Ca:savcgred
re:‘/\(/e;(;r;(ce week profile | private PR week week profile | private |P
14 64.5 81.4 56.2 57.2 52.9 Boys 66.6 82.6 66.2 70.0 68.2
15 67.1 82.2 71.6 71.5 68.2 )
Girls 65.5 81.9 62.7 62.5 56.5
16 67.7 84.4 70.1 76.9 73.4
Al 66.1 823 64.5 66.3 62.5 All 66.1 82.3 64.5 66.3 62.5

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM BROWSING FOR INFORMATION FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

First woman PMGDISHA Module 1

T echo 8:308 President of India

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of | Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a

Quesfion: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the moming. the first woman President of India. friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Clifllelan vwihe ceulld Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

bring a smartphone to .
" : Browsing for - ‘ Of those who found
* Finding YouTube vid
¢ CIEiE] EES setting an alarm information L] e v video, % able to share it

Girls Girls -

14 721 67.4 69.7 76.0 | 85.1 80.5 | 724 | 815 | 76.8 79.3 | 86.3 82.7 | 97.3 98.0 | 97.7
15 77.7 | 66.6 72.2 93.8 | 88.6 915 | 81.0 | 85.6 | 83.1 88.0 | 87.4 87.7 | 98.8 |100.0 | 99.3
16 80.6 | 68.4 74.9 88.0 84.0 90.9 98.3
All 759 | 67.3 71.6 85.8 | 86.2 86.0 | 783 | 832 | 80.6 85.1 87.4 86.2 | 98.0 98.9 | 984

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time Table 17: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024
2010 AONES] 2022
Primary* 275 309 194 243 - aur o 2 22
) ) imary . . . )
Upper primary or higher*| 99 0 1o 102 Upper primary or higher | 16.3 | 15.7 ‘ 9.6 16.5
Total schools visited 374 379 298 352
. Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024
Table 16: Trends over time i :
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools observed sitting with |observed sitting with
! ! ! any other Std any other Std

Primary Primary ‘ 73.6 ‘
% Enrolled children Upper primary or higher 62.6 62.5
present (Average) 76.0 81.5 84.4 91.5

Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)

% Teachers present 837 825 855 86.5 in classrooms. 2024

(Average)
TLM observed in Of those schools with

Upper primary or higher | 2010 2018 TLM, work done by
% Schools classroom (apart .

% Enrolled children e redeele) Studergltassgrlé%lriyed in
present (Average)

74.5 84.1 81.1 86.1

% Teachers present Primary 90.4 90.8 85.9 86.3
(Average) 82.3 80.1 85.6 84.3 : .
Upper primary or higher 85.9 85.4

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Schools with 2010 12018 | 2022 | 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 99.7 | 96.0| 98.6 | 98.6
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 64.2 | 72.9|73.7 | 77.1
No facility for drinking water 228 | 127141 | 179
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 124 292|203 | 26.2
water Drinking water available 64.8 | 58.1| 65.6 | 55.9
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 234 29| 27| 09
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 38.1 | 10.6| 14.5 | 20.8
Toilet useable 38.6| 86.4|82.8 | 784
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 53.1 89| 48| 2.0
Girls" Separate provision but locked 92| 42| 38| 11.0
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 123| 59106 | 9.8
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 254 | 81.1|80.8 | 77.2
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No library 80| 9.0/196 | 16.2
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 14.4 | 36.2| 24.7 | 16.8
Library books being used by children on day of visit 77.6 | 54.8| 55.7 | 67.0
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 96.5| 96.6 | 97.7

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit ' 93.1)92.7 1 93.0
No computer available for children to use 90.7 | 77.5| 75.9 | 80.8
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 3.0 | 15.9] 16.0 | 9.9
Computer being used by children on day of visit 62| 66| 82| 93
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one

directive from e e TRy e Teaching : School
FLN - Received funds :
govt to Learning readiness

0,
% Schools implement FLN Material (TLM) for TLM lfor program held
= - for FLN FLN activities** for Std |
activities wit Offline Onlline or F e
Std -1 /11 activities**
59.5 72.1

Received a Received

) Primary* 75.9 59.5 32.5 90.5
Current academic
year (2024-2025) ) ) N
Upper primary or higher 68.9 61.1 67.3 411 19.8 80.6
. . Primary 62.6 51.5 71.8 58.3 22.6 82.2
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) . )
Upper primary or higher 55.3 44.4 66.4 425 16.5 77.5
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed If not
distributed
% Schools e % Schools in all grades,
All Some | grades/ then %
grades | grades don’t schools where
know funds given
2022 90.7 9.3 0.0 100 2022 | 94.3 5.2 0.5 100
Primary Primary
2024 97.9 2.1 0.0 100 2024| 98.3 1.2 0.4 100
) 2022 85.6 13.5 1.0 100 . 2022 | 98.1 1.0 1.0 100
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024 96.3 3.7 0.0 100 2024 | 98.2 1.8 0.0 100

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

Upper primary or

: Primary
% Schools with
2018(2022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 755|356 865899

education for every class

Separate teacher 23| 38| 84| 87|30.1/358

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 70.8 | 54.8 |66.4 | 68.1| 51.5|45.0
education

teacher No teacher 26.9(41.41252|23.2| 185|19.3

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100| 100| 100
Playground in the school 61.0|58.0(65.2 |65.2| 75.7|86.2
Sports equipment available 79.0|73.8|87.4|88.4|85.2|90.7

*Primary schools offer Std I-I\V/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIVIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools.
By age group and sex.

2024

Age 6-14: All
Age 7-16: All
Age 7-10: All
Age 7-10: Boys
Age 7-10: Girls
Age 11-14: All

Age 15-16: Al

Age 11-14: Boys
Age 11-14: Girls

Age 15-16: Boys
Age 15-16: Girls

56.3 39.3

59.6 354 1.5 3.5
511 453 1.5 2.1
48.3 48.0 1.1 2.6
53.6 42.8 1.9 1.7
64.0 31.6 1.9 2.6
61.0 35.2 1.7 2.1
66.5 28.4 2.0 3.1
72.0 17.6 0.6 9.9
68.4 21.0 0.3 10.4
75.7 13.9 0.9 9.4

100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS.
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024
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Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.
2006-2024
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Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022

Pre-school

Anganwadi

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

42.7
29.8
135
6.9
1.8
1.3

6.5
8.6
10.8
6.7
3.7
1.0

11.7
28.2
32.8
20.6
8.5
1.8

Govt | Pvt
35| 041
9.1 2.5

23.7 8.2

39.9 | 21.3

49.0 | 32.5

55.1 | 36.9

school | Total

Not in
pre-
Other| or
school
0.0 | 35.6
0.0 | 21.7
0.2 | 10.8
0.6 4.1
1.4 3.2
1.7 2.2

100
100
100
100
100
100

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

Pre-school Not in
pre-
school | Total
or

school

43.0
27.5
13.9
4.1
1.5
0.5

1.5
3.9
14.4
25.7
38.8
43.6

1.2
2.8
6.7
26.3
39.6
46.1

0.0
0.0
0.1
0.5
0.9
0.7

28.7
18.3
11.8
4.3
1.9
2.4

100
100
100
100
100
100
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

st |Notevenl | atier Word Std | std I Total
letter level text|level text
I 232 50.1 21.9 3.7 1.2 100
I 8.7 43.5 29.8 12.7 5.4 100
[ 2.9 29.9 26.9 20.9 19.4 100
Y 2.6 20.3 26.4 28.3 22.4 100
\Y 2.5 12.8 18.8 24.9 41.0 100
VI 3.7 7.8 13.0 23.8 51.7 100
\i 2.7 3.9 13.3 13.3 66.8 100
VIl 0.0 2.0 12.1 98 76.1 100

Reading tool

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
2.9% cannot even read letters, 29.9% can read letters but not words or higher,
26.9% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 20.9% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 19.4% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std IIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 5.8 24.9 10.3 children in Std Il who can
read a Std Il level text. This
Zile 23 335 1.8 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 4.8 18.7 level” reading for Std Ill.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 35 251 108 government schools and
2024 7.2 34.0 195 private schools is shown

tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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80 77.0 759 76.1
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1 was the rainy season. The This is & big nonkey.
sky was full of elouls. There Hee lives om & friee
wid @ ool hreese Blowing. He likes to jump.
Agifl was eager to play on a Hi: mlsn likes banans.
swing. His older brother goi
a thick rope, They tied it on © letters 0 Woids
the tree and made a swing. r ook T like
Many children joined them ad i wan -
amd they all started playing. F oy o || ek
They played il it gt dark. e

b m bre geld

Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIl who
can read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt Gort & Govt Pvt
Pvt*

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

2014 43.4 445 70.5 72.5
'—
2016 16.7 52.6 25.3 63.1 zZ 68.1
fj [v]
2018 22.1 37.0 64.1 2 70.1
[a)
2
2022 30.5 55.6 37.8 69.6 2 73.3
2024 27.5 61.7 41.4 72.5 B 76.1

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024

Not even [Recognise numbers

Subtract| Divide

ESERN T N ——
| 18.8 25.2 50.6 5.1 0.3 100 1-3 11-§%
I 79 | 124 | 608 | 173 17 | 100 - T4a B | gy953
e (7e] (]| .z .52 | 9#3C
[ 3.2 7.4 49.5 31.8 8.1 100
4T B4
% 1.0 3.3 41.8 36.1 17.9 100 | 4B | | o9 |
7] —| =239 -3 | gyreEe
\ 2.7 2.7 28.1 35.8 30.7 100
Vi 26 03 | 287 | 346 | 337 | 100 | 2a| a1 ]| 49 a2
Vil 1.9 06 | 243 | 281 | 451 100 ERER ~ =17 | 7yaeesq
Vil 0.0 09 | 176 | 339 | 476 | 100 |46 | | 25 |
The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in k) BB
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in |L m | BE | | B2 | 18 48 ii mi
Std Ill, 3.2% cannot even recognise numbers from 1 to 9, 7.4% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 49.5% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 31.8% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 8.1% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.
Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std lll. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std Il vvho G ) st sieies, dildian & % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIII who
20 el et ulsrecibion expected to do 2-digit by 2- do division can do division
digit subtraction with
borrowing by Std Il. Table 8
2014 340 473 371 shows the proportion of
’ ’ ’ children in Std lll who can 2014 356 358 597 595
2016 22.2 53.2 31.6 do subtraction. This figure -
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 11.7 41.2 18.7 52.5 E 55.5
2018 235 335 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data 5018 o1 71 16 <0 293
02 | 294 | asr | s | ey | IR -
2024 302 50.8 397 e 2022 19.5 31.0 22.9 40.2 k£ 45.9
tely. -
*This is the weighted average for children in R 2024 22.6 42.5 30.7 42.8 47.7
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone srcnzr;tu;i:e % who have
at home | to do digital P their own
tasks* smartphone
14 96.9 76.7 87.0 23.3
15 97.2 80.0 86.7 37.2
16 98.3 91.4 92.8 64.2
All 97.4 82.0 88.6 40.1

Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone Cantu;e @ | % who have
at home | to do digital | > P"O"€ | their own
tasks* smartphone
Boys 97.1 82.1 89.1 47.6
Girls 97.7 82.0 88.0 32.7
All 97.4 82.0 88.6 40.1

Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024

% Children % Child
who did \:vho IUS;ZH Of those who used social
Y ; media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a
fthe reference | report a | profile Changed
reference | \yeek Brofile Dl vate passwor
week
14 57.5 73.0 61.0 62.8 62.5
15 60.1 79.4 74.5 72.7 70.0
16 66.7 88.7 79.4 81.8 78.3
All 61.2 79.8 71.5 72.3 70.2

Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024

% Children I :
who did |% hChI|dl‘%ﬂ Of those who used social
eIy WO use media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity In the Block/ | Make a a
fthe reference| report a | profile anged
revsézrwkce week profile private passwor
Boys 57.8 79.3 72.8 76.0 75.0
Girls 64.6 80.2 70.2 68.8 65.5
All 61.2 79.8 71.5 72.3 70.2

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM

8:30 in the morning tomorrow

Question: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the morning.

BROWSING FOR INFORMATION

First woman
President of India

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of
the first woman President of India.

FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

PMGDISHA Module 1

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a
friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Children who could

bring a smartphone to
do digital tasks*

14 77.5 76.0 76.7 E 79.5
w

15 78.3 81.5 80.0 fj o 87.1
< W

16 90.9 91.4 [a) S 89.6
wv

All 82.1 82.0 82.0 = 85.1

Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

: Browsing for " .
Finding YouTube video | . .
Settlng - alarm Vldeo, % able to Share it

Of those who found

g 83.2 E 89.8 E 91.7
w w w
g9 83.7 g9 90.9 g9 94.1
< <& < T
oy 86.0 oy 93.1 oy 97.7
wv wv wv
P 843 z 912 P 94.4

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.

**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time Table 17: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024
Primary* 152 58 90 71 2022 | 2024
Upper primary or higher*| 107 101 148 111 All'schools 33.9 | 49.0 ‘ 55.8 61.1
Total schools visited 259 159 238 182
. Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024
Table 16: Trends over time
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools observed sitting with |observed sitting with

any other Std any other Std

All schools** 2010 2018 2022 2024

All schools ‘ 45.0 ‘ 43.8

% Enrolled children Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)
present (Average) 825 777 /6.1 /4.6 in classrooms. 2024

Of those schools with
TLM, work done by
students displayed in

TLM observed in
% Schools classroom (apart

from textbooks)

% Teachers present classroom
(Average) 85.3 71.1 76.7 77.0
All schools 64.0 60.3 52.6 54.3
School facilities
Table 20: Trends over time "
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 il
% 4
Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 4711 36.2|51.3 | 57.2 -
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 64.0 | 57.4| 57.1 | 59.8
No facility for drinking water 36.9 | 359|244 | 26.9
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 9.9 195|137 | 143
water Drinking water available 53.2 | 44.7| 62.0 | 58.8
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No toilet facility 20.8 | 12.0/13.0 | 7.7
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 53.9 | 38.0| 26.9 | 37.0
Toilet useable 25.3 | 50.0| 60.1 | 55.3
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 60.4 | 42.3|356 | 31.5
Girls" Separate provision but locked 11.3 ] 16.8| 10.2 | 15.8
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 16.2 | 12.8/ 10.7 | 15.2
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 12.2 | 282|436 | 37.6
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No library 87.0| 76.0| 78.0 | 77.5
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 6.7 119.6|16.1 | 13.2
Library books being used by children on day of visit 63| 44| 59| 93
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
Electricity connection 62.8| 79.3 | 82.8
Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit ' 4621 68.6 | 65.1
No computer available for children to use 85.7 | 92.3| 86.3 | 83.5
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 6.4 | 6.4| 9.8 | 10.4
Computer being used by children on day of visit 8.0 1.3] 39| 6.0
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VIAVI/VIIL
**All schools include primary schools and upper primary schools.
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Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

. At least one .
Received a teach ved traini Received
directive from | ‘caCNer recelved training on Teaching : School
FLN . Received funds ;
govt to Learning readiness
% Schools : ; for TLM for
implement FLN Material (TLM) " program held
" ith for ELN FLN activities** for Std |
activities wit Offline Snlline or F or
Std -1 /11 activities**
Current academic 46.4 43.8 33.1 4538 18.8 65.0
year (2024-2025)
All schools*
Previous academic
49.1 46 449 53.3 21.8 57.8
year (2023-2024)
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024

Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed

If not
distributed
% Schools in all grades,
then %
schools where
funds given

No
All Some | grades/

grades grades don't
know

% Schools

2022 89.0 7.6 3.4 100 2022 | 80.7 6.8 | 12.5 100

All schools All schools

2024 86.8 9.9 33 100 2024| 65.7 | 129 | 214 100

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

_ All schools
% Schools with

2018 2022

Weekly time allotted for physical

education for every class 300 49.7
Separate teacher 16.2 16.6 1.4

Physical  |Any other teacher 12.2 14.4 233

education

teacher No teacher 71.6 69.1 65.3
Total 100 100 100

Playground in the school 54.4 76.4 81.3

Sports equipment available 289 56.7 63.5

*All schools include primary schools and upper primary schools.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 26 OUT OF 27 DISTRICTS Pocilitaled by PRATHAM
Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools. Chart 1: Trends over time
By age group and sex. % Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.
2024 2006-2024
Age group and - - 40
Age 6-14: All 69.9 28.4 100 35
Age 7-16: All 69.4 28.1 1.0 1.5 100 30
Age 7-10: All 68.5 30.6 0.4 0.5 100
Age 7-10: Boys 66.9 | 32.1 0.5 0.5 100 g » //\v/\
S

Age 7-10: Girls 70.0 29.1 0.4 0.5 100 = 20 g \\
Age 11-14: All 70.8 26.5 1.4 1.3 100 X 15 / \‘
Age 11-14: Boys 69.2 27.4 1.9 1.5 100 \\ \

10
Age 11-14: Girls 724 | 256 0.9 1.1 100 P — NN
Age 15-16: All 67.5 26.0 1.6 5.0 100 5 ‘ \\h—
Age 15-16: Boys 62.1 | 304 1.4 6.1 100 ‘ | ! =
Age 15-16: Girls 719 224 17 40 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS. W14 Boys 11-14 Girls [l 15-16 Boys [ 15-16 Girls
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time
% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.
By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024
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Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre- Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022 schools and schools. By age. 2024

Pre-school Not in Pre-school Not in
pre- ore=
school | Total school | Total

Anganwadi or i or
i elglolol! i school

Age 3 80.1 1.3 3.3 1.2 08| 0.0 | 13.3 | 100 Age 3 81.1 3.4 53 141 00| 00 8.8 | 100
Age 4 71.5 33 | 148 42| 08| 00 5.3 | 100 Age 4 68.0 6.6 | 18.0 37| 09| 0.2 2.6 | 100
Age 5 40.6 47 | 240 | 229 | 52| 0.2 2.5 | 100 Age 5 32,6 83 | 308 | 198 | 65| 0.1 2.0 | 100
Age 6 10.5 24 | 166 | 51.7 | 174 | 03 1.0 | 100 Age 6 9.4 40 | 19.7 | 488 | 176 | 0.1 0.4 | 100
Age 7 1.0 1.0 46 | 68.7 | 237 | 0.2 0.9 | 100 Age 7 1.3 1.7 7.4 1600|284 | 04 0.9 | 100
Age 8 0.7 0.5 1.2 | 689|279 | 0.3 0.5 | 100 Age 8 0.3 0.4 15| 657 | 314 | 03 0.4 | 100
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Facilitated by PRATHAM

Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All Reading tool
children. 2024

stg |Noteven | opier Word Std | St Total Std Il lnvel ot St | beveel text

letter level text|level text

| 34.5 39.8 19.4 4.5 1.7 100 BEr ww Tiq il ; ﬂhdﬁHﬂMI

I 8.0 22.6 29.6 21.7 18.2 100 WEHITA ST Wi T 9 WEAEE PRI T |

\Y 5.5 12.9 25.3 25.9 30.4 100 AT WEA WY A (AEATE arere il ererer® foem

v 42 108 | 198 | 268 | 384 | 100 SraTE s s it

v 3.2 75 | 134 | 254 | 506 | 100 A GRS | e MG

VI 1.3 4.5 11.6 21.2 61.4 100 mmﬂ Eﬁm ;ﬁ ! iy

Vil i ™

1.2 4.4 8.0 20.5 65.9 100 L L LRI g - i

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s mm I ]
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std Ill, 8% ko .o L | ¥ o oo o
cannot even read letters, 22.6% can read letters but not words or higher, '“t"lhﬁﬂ'l ® 5
29.6% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 21.7% can read Std | Ll R
level text but not Std Il level text, and 18.2% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std IIl. By school type. Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who

The highest level in the % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIII who
Year can read Std Il level text ASER ?eading - read Std Il level text can read Std Il level text
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 10.7 35.2 14.8 children in Std Ill who can
read a Std Il level text. This 2014 30.6 52.2 33.4 62.2 73.3 63.9
zone 1281322 1 172 gure s a prow for “grade 2016 322 | 611 | 378 | 624 | 681 | 634
2018 14.4 354 20.0 level” reading for Std Ill.
Data for children enrolled in 2018 33.5 60.9 40.3 58.1 70.8 61.1
2022 10.1 38.4 18.0 government schools and
2024 13.2 30.8 18.3 private schools is shown 2022 29.2 58.7 36.7 63.6 85.8 69.0
*This is the weighted average for children in separately 2024 328 55.8 38.5 61.0 83.5 66.2
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024

100
90
80

71.6
70 652 53¢ 67.9
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50 .

% Children
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Facilitated by PRATHA

Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024
Not even [Recognise numbers Subtract| Divide
11-99 L L T - 1
| 27.4 45.3 23.4 3.8 0.1 100 L] Lle i
v | kS =B
I 108 | 392 | 356 | 140 05 | 100 — Y N | ST
& 9 = [ e —
Il 5.9 28.1 36.9 25.3 3.9 100 |_| !_l |s e e
| | e a2
\% 2.7 18.8 36.4 32.2 6.9 100 2 e EL] || - & el m
e | =0 -wa | 4
Vv 2.2 12.6 36.2 32.3 16.7 100 |_:'_] __E_l |
Vi 1.1 115 329 | 339 | 206 100 sa] (92| e o
Vil 07 59 | 323 | 341 | 270 | 100 E3ES e N i, Ty
vill 038 55 | 305 | 340 | 292 | 100 e8| |9 ||
The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in T T | EE s
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in [ . | uy | o | | - BB B i .“i
Std I, 5.9% cannot even recognise numbers from 1to 9, 28.1% can recognise |
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 36.9% can | |
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 25.3% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 3.9% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std lll. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std Il who can ® : : e B
. % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIIl who
do at least subtraction In most states, chlIdrgn are 0 dodivis ° do divis
expected to do 2-digit by 2- o division can do division
digit subtraction with
borrowing by Std Il. Table 8
2014 156 433 203 shows the proportion of
: : : children in Std Ill who can 2014 90 | 303 18 | 217 438 | 250
2016 19.8 50.0 26.6 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 9.1 32.8 13.7 253 44.2 28.8
2018 234 47.1 29.8 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data
3055 = e e for children enrolled in 2018 14.4 28.2 17.8 28.1 42.9 31.5
: ’ : government schools and
2024 223 465 295 e 2022 10.1 30.3 15.2 21.7 46.7 27.7
tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in R 2024 12.0 30.9 16.7 24.2 47.7 29.6
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Annual Status of Education Report
ASER 2
M

Facilitated by PRATHA

Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone srcnzr;tu;i:e % who have
at home | to do digital P their own
tasks* smartphone
14 90.1 69.7 81.8 9.7
15 92.6 74.3 85.9 14.2
16 91.9 76.1 88.7 21.8
All 91.4 73.0 85.1 14.6

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone Cantu;e @ | % who have
at home | to do digital | > P"O"€ | their own
tasks* smartphone
Boys 91.3 76.7 87.0 18.5
Girls 91.5 70.0 83.5 11.4
All 91.4 73.0 85.1 14.6

Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024

% Children % Child
who did \:vho IUS;ZH Of those who used social
Y ; media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a -
fthe reference | report a | profile anged
reference | \yeek Brofile Dl vate passwor
week
14 54.8 73.1 51.5 42.2 48.6
15 55.5 76.9 59.0 52.5 56.5
16 57.7 82.0 68.7 61.6 65.5
All 55.9 76.9 59.2 51.6 56.4

Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024

% Children I :
who did |% hChI|dl‘%ﬂ Of those who used social
eIy WO use media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity In the Block/ | Make a a
fthe reference| report a | profile anged
revsézrwkce week profile private passwor
Boys 56.5 78.4 60.2 54.9 62.9
Girls 55.3 75.8 58.4 48.8 50.8
All 55.9 76.9 59.2 51.6 56.4

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed childr

en)

ALARM

Fizee qifo7yat 8:30 e

Question: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the morning.

BROWSING FOR INFORMATION

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of
the first woman President of India.

FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

PMGDISHA Module 1

TIFeq 22 SRR Af2E Ao

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a
friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Children who could
bring a smartphone to

do digital tasks*

Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

: Browsing for " .
Finding YouTube video | . .
Settlng - alarm Vldeo, % able to Share it

Of those who found

14 73.6 | 66.3 69.7 729 | 67.8 70.3
15 769 | 72.3 74.3 79.1 70.0 741
16 80.9 | 72.2 76.1 859 | 69.6 77.5
All 76.7 | 70.0 73.0 78.7 | 69.1 73.7

64.9
70.1
75.8
69.8

s | | s s | w1 | son | o

69.1 67.0 875 | 854 86.4 | 86.6 88.1 87.4
69.0 | 69.5 875 | 873 87.3 | 93.8 86.7 | 90.0
66.8 | 71.2 90.4 | 86.0 88.1 954 | 913 | 933
68.4 | 69.1 88.3 | 86.2 87.2 | 916 88.5 | 90.0

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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Facilitated by PRATHA

Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time Table 17: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.

2010, 2018, 2022, 2024
503 597 604

2022 2024

Primary* >93 Primary 416 46.6 475 525

- . . . . .
Upper primary or higher L 17 e ot Upper primary or higher | 18.8 | 12.1 ‘ 9.6 9.3
Total schools visited 519 714 740 734

. Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024

Table 16: Trends over time i :
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools observed sitting with |observed sitting with

any other Std any other Std

Primary Primary ‘ 67.4 ‘ 63.4
% Enrolled children Upper primary or higher 42.0 40.3
present (Average) 69.0 73.2 76.4 68.7

Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)

% Teachers present 90.8 86.9 90.7 92.0 in classrooms. 2024

(Average)
TLM observed in Of those schools with

Upper primary or higher | 2010 2018 TLM, work done by
% Schools classroom (apart .

% Enrolled children e redeele) Studergltassgrlé%lriyed in
present (Average)

69.6 71.9 80.6 64.2

% Teachers present

(Average) 677 | 899 | 922 | 899 Primary 919 | 903 | 767 | 77.4

Upper primary or higher 87.1 86.4 83.2 82.7

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Schools with 2010 12018 | 2022 | 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 67.3 | 64.0| 66.3 | 83.0
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 80.2 | 92.2|91.2 | 90.4
No facility for drinking water 232 | 175| 85| 10.2
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 16.0 | 145]13.2 | 10.4
water Drinking water available 60.9 | 68.0| 783 | 79.4
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 19.1 3.1 1.2 1.5
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 478 | 75.6| 16.2 | 17.6
Toilet useable 33.1| 214|826 | 80.9
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 522 | 133|128 | 15.1
Girls" Separate provision but locked 185|622 79| 6.1
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 156 | 85| 9.0 11.1
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 13.7 | 16.0| 70.2 | 67.7
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No library 79.2 | 26.9|27.4 | 22.9
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 10.3 | 34.3| 38.5 | 36.0
Library books being used by children on day of visit 10.5 | 38.8(34.2 | 41.2
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 35.5(92.8 | 97.5

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit ' 80.1/82.0 | 90.6
No computer available for children to use 98.3|93.5(91.4 | 834
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit 16| 50 70| 9.0
Computer being used by children on day of visit 02| 16| 16| 26
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.



Assam RURAL S0

Facilitated by PRATHAM

Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

. At least one .
Received a teach ved traini Received
directive from | ‘caCNer recelved training on Teaching : School
FLN . Received funds ;
govt to Learning readiness
% Schools : ; for TLM for
implement FLN Material (TLM) " program held
" ith for ELN FLN activities** for Std |
activities wit Offline or F or
Std -1 /11 activities**
) Primary* 89.2 94.5 41.5 73.8 32.1 80.7
Current academic
year (2024-2025) ) ) N
Upper primary or higher 92.1 98.6 51.8 84.1 32.6 81.6
i ) Primary 91.4 91.4 50.4 87.6 34.6 79.0
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) : :
Upper primary or higher 91.3 92.7 60.0 90.5 33.3 76.5
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed If not
distributed
% Schools e % Schools in all grades,
grades/ then %
don't schools where
know funds given
2022 97.7 2.0 0.3 100 2022 | 79.8 7.4 12.9 100 47.3
Primary Primary
2024 91.7 7.9 0.3 100 2024 | 87.6 7.5 4.9 100
) 2022 94.1 5.9 0.0 100 . 2022 | 78.8 6.8 14.4 100 471
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024 92.9 7.1 0.0 100 2024 | 93.6 2.1 4.3 100

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

: Primary
% Schools with
2018(2022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 66.9|78.4 625]78.0

education for every class

Separate teacher 34| 17| 27| 64| 46|17.6

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 62.3|51.6 |61.8 | 61.5| 50.8|48.9
education

teacher  |No teacher 34.3|46.7|35.5|32.1| 44.6|33.6

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100| 100| 100
Playground in the school 58.4|57.7 |60.8 | 74.4| 80.2|86.5
Sports equipment available 46.3|85.5|/93.9|69.8|91.2|93.6

*Primary schools offer Std I-I\V/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIVIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 38 OUT OF 38 DISTRICTS

Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Annual Status of Education Report
ASER 3
M

Facilitated by PRATHA

School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools.

By age group and sex.
2024

Age 6-14: All 80.1 15.7 100
Age 7-16: All 81.0 14.6 1.2 3.3 100
Age 7-10: All 78.4 17.8 1.4 2.4 100
Age 7-10: Boys 75.0 21.0 1.6 2.5 100
Age 7-10: Girls 82.1 14.5 1.2 2.3 100
Age 11-14: All 82.7 13.8 1.1 2.5 100
Age 11-14: Boys 79.1 17.4 1.0 2.5 100
Age 11-14: Girls 86.2 10.3 1.1 2.5 100
Age 15-16: Al 83.9 6.7 0.7 8.6 100
Age 15-16: Boys 81.1 8.8 0.6 9.5 100
Age 15-16: Girls 86.4 4.9 0.9 7.8 100

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS.
'Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024

dropped out.

100

925 911924
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70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

% Children

Boys Girls Boys

Girls

Std I-V Std VI

M 2018 2022 M 2024

-Vl

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-

schools and schools. By age. 2022

Pre-school
Anganwadi
Age 3 66.9 0.2 5.1 4.1 06| 0.2
Age 4 67.1 03 | 11.2 6.7 1.3 | 0.5
Age 5 45.8 06 | 155 | 255| 49| 0.7
Age 6 15.7 03 | 155 | 56.2| 7.4 | 0.8
Age 7 4.0 0.3 13.1 | 67.0 | 12.8 0.8
Age 8 1.0 0.1 6.8 | 75.0 | 14.7 | 0.6

Not in

pre-

school | Total
or

elglolol!

23.0 | 100

12.9 | 100
7.0 | 100
4.1 | 100
1.9 | 100
1.8 | 100

Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.
2006-2024
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25 \
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% Children

15 —\
10N\ \w

2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024

M 11-14 Boys 11-14 Girls | 15-16 Boys [ 15-16 Girls

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Pre-school Not in

pre-
school | Total

or

school
Age 3 68.9 0.4 4.8 22| 04| 0.1 | 231|100
Age 4 66.9 04 | 11.7 4.8 1.2 | 04 | 146 | 100
Age 5 48.3 0.4 18.4 | 19.1 4.2 0.8 8.8 | 100
Age 6 19.0 06 | 193 | 449 | 88| 15 6.0 | 100
Age 7 5.2 0.4 143 | 63.8 | 11.4 1.4 3.5 | 100
Age 8 1.5 0.3 74 | 70.8 | 165 | 1.3 2.2 | 100
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Facilitated by PRATHAM

Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All Reading tool
children. 2024

St Not even| | otier Word Std | St Total S 11 el bt Gt | vl et

letter level text|level text
I 42.5 31.6 10.6 7.0 8.3 100
T CEEEET A et B

I 12.7 29.1 17.4 14.7 26.1 100 mmm|wﬁqﬂlﬁ e & e e )

WY 8.8 22.3 154 | 17.1 36.3 100 v 4 T vk ) s A w @ w  E

v 7.6 18.6 13.5 16.7 43.6 100 w1 T A | T

Vi 4.0 12.5 9.4 15.7 58.4 100 g THE 9 H e g © Lletters  Woms

Vil 3.2 9.8 7.1 145 654 | 100 TR R T S n o9 = ||sm  vim

Vil 19 6.9 64 | 121 | 728 | 100 e T i | T ae S e
The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s =8 Arm ) e A i - e -
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI, T i ﬂ
12.7% cannot even read letters, 29.1% can read letters but not words or afre # .1 |
higher, 17.4% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 14.7% can read oo = ¥ = fn T
Std | level text but not Std Il level text, and 26.1% can read Std Il level text. For - =
each grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.
Table 5: Trends over time Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std IIl. By school type. Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who

The highest level in the % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIIl who
Year can read Std Il level text ASER reading assessment is read Std Il level text can read Std Il level text
Govt Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5 Govt &
- shows the proportion of Govt Pvt Pyt* Govt Pvt
2014 15.6 66.1 21.9 children in Std Ill who can
2016 139 625 0.8 read a Std Il level text. This 2014 44.6 87.8 48.2 76.9 77.3
' ' ' figure is a proxy for " grade 2016 | 380 | 826 | 418 | 739 | 960 | 752
2018 12.3 62.0 23.7 level” reading for Std Ill.
Data for children enrolled in 2018 35.1 78.1 41.3 69.5 93.0 71.4
2022 12.9 54.3 19.8 government schools and 2022 > .
5024 . 50 563 | private schools s shown 02 371 | 734 | 425 | 697 | 893 | 71.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately. 2024 41.2 66.2 43.8 .7 85.0 72.9
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024
Not even [Recognise numbers a7
Subtract| Divide
11-99 . -
| 31.9 34.7 19.4 8.2 5.8 100 1—§ - - -
I 14.1 359 | 269 | 127 | 103 | 100 EIE] [74 | [=a| ﬁ g 7y 898
[ 6.5 26.3 29.8 17.9 19.5 100
v 41 | 185 | 283 | 198 | 294 | 100 ENE I
v 35 | 138 | 270 | 197 | 360 | 100 RN VIS
VI 1.4 8.7 20.8 19.8 | 492 100 |24 | |78 || 45 34
VIl 1.3 6.3 19.4 17.2 55.8 100 | 2 || o | —&F -1 ORI
Vil 0.9 4.0 17.0 14.6 63.6 100
The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in | 3 || 1 | | 58 | | 14 | -9 -7 g ‘.I"!H-Ti
Std I, 6.5% cannot even recognise numbers from 1to 9, 26.3% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 29.8% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 17.9% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 19.5% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.
Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std lll. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std Il vvho G 7 es: siEies, dilden & % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIII who
20 el et ulsrecibion expected to do 2-digit by 2- do division can do division
digit subtraction with
borrowing by Std Il. Table 8
2014 18.0 680 242 shows the proportion of
: : : children in Std Ill who can 2014 314 | 724 | 349 | 603 61.2
2016 20.0 72.0 27.3 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 28.9 72.5 32.6 61.0 85.4 62.4
2018 18.0 65.6 289 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data
2022 ) 66.7 78.8 ;(gvce?:g]r::ti,;o;g: iar;d 2018 241 64.0 29.9 55.1 78.7 57.0
2024 282 736 375 private schools is shown 2022 30.0 67.1 35.6 58.0 77.9 59.5
tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in R 2024 32.5 67.7 36.2 62.0 85.0 64.0
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time T |
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex. A st
2022 and 2024 ! LalF
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Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone srcnzr;tu;i:e % who have
at home | to do digital P their own
tasks* smartphone
14 82.3 60.6 74.2 30.5
15 81.6 63.1 75.5 34.8
16 83.9 69.0 82.3 39.2
All 82.5 63.5 76.6 34.2

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone Cantu;e @ | % who have
at home | to do digital | > P"O"€ | their own
tasks* smartphone
Boys 85.2 71.1 84.1 39.8
Girls 80.0 57.0 70.4 28.6
All 82.5 63.5 76.6 34.2

Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024

% Children % Child
who did \:vho IUS;ZH Of those who used social
Y ; media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a
the reference| report a | profile Change
reference | \yeek Brofile Dl vate password
week
14 56.0 71.6 59.1 50.7 52.0
15 57.3 75.1 68.6 60.5 63.9
16 60.5 80.8 71.8 63.4 65.6
All 57.6 75.2 65.8 57.4 59.7

Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024

% Children :
who did [|% Children

Of those who used social
who used

eIy ) media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a a
fthe reference| report a | profile anged
rererencet  \veek profile private passwor
week
Boys 60.4 79.0 70.8 64.3 68.9
Girls 54.9 71.3 60.3 49.9 49.6
All 57.6 75.2 65.8 57.4 59.6

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed childr

en)

ALARM
P gag 8:30 ol

Question: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the morning.

BROWSING FOR INFORMATION

YRd @1 ggell Aflken Irgufa

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of
the first woman President of India.

FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

PMGDISHA Module 1
(f.7a.sh. Qe Afsga 1)

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a
friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Children who could
bring a smartphone to

do digital tasks*

Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

Setting an alarm Browsing for Finding YouTube video
mformatlon video,

Of those who found
% able to share it

14 66.5 | 55.3 60.6 77.6 65.6 71.8
15 73.5 | 54.3 63.1 844 | 68.0 76.8
16 76.5 | 63.0 69.0 87.7 | 67.8 77.7
All 71.1 57.0 63.5 825 | 67.0 75.0

82.8
84.4
86.2
84.2

76.0 79.6 89.0 80.9 85.1 93.7 89.9 | 920
77.4 | 81.1 93.2 | 835 88.7 | 93.2 90.6 | 92.1
79.0 | 826 926 | 83.9 88.2 96.8 943 | 956
77.3 | 80.9 91.3 | 82.6 87.1 94.4 914 | 93.0

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

265 237 243

Primary*
Upper primary or higher*| 702 863 858
Total schools visited 967 1100 1101 1114

Table 16: Trends over time
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Primary

Table 17: Trends over time
% Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.

2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Primary

Upper primary or higher

0.4 | 5.9

0.2 0.0

2022 2024
5.8 13.5
0.0 0.2

Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024
Std | children

% Schools

Primary
Upper primary or higher

observed sitting with

any other Std
71.9
53.9

Std Il children
observed sitting with
any other Std

53.5

% Enrolled children
present (Average) 56.1 56.5 59.3 60.9
Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)

% Teachers present 846 68.5 80.9 79.0 in classrooms. 2024

(Average)
) ) TLM ob di Of those schools with

Upper primary or higher | CDSErved In- | 1\ work done by
% Schools classroom (apart students displayed in

% Enrolled children from textbooks) dssien
present (Average)

% Teachers present

(Average) 806 | 730 | 840 | 819 Primary 699 658 L 671 | 665

Upper primary or higher 75.7 72.7 72.7 73.1

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time 'i
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 ; L
» |
Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 57.2 | 845|868 | 92.9 i: .
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 64.0 | 91.6| 86.4 | 81.1 £ .
No facility for drinking water 96| 35| 48| 34 i
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 1.7 68| 79| 79
water Drinking water available 78.7 | 89.7| 87.3 | 88.7
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 193 34| 26| 2.1
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 472 |1 21.1| 26.5 | 15.4
Toilet useable 336 | 75.6| 709 | 825
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 499 | 16.7| 11.3 | 11.5
Girls" Separate provision but locked 15.1 9.1 65| 33
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 169 11.2| 185 | 11.6
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 18.1 | 63.0| 63.8 | 73.6
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No library 47.1 |1 40.9| 34.0 | 32.1
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 24.7 | 31.6| 30.6 | 24.4
Library books being used by children on day of visit 282 | 27.5|35.4 | 43.5
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 69.5| 92.5 | 96.6
Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit ' 71.4184.7 1916
No computer available for children to use 93.1| 96.6|92.4 | 83.5
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 2.9 | 2.8| 6.1 7.2
Computer being used by children on day of visit 40| 06| 15| 9.4
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
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Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one

directive from e e TRy e Teaching : School
FLN - Received funds :
govt to Learning readiness

0,
% Schools implement FLN Material (TLM) for TLM lfor program held
= - for FLN FLN activities** for Std |
activities wit Offline Onlline or F e
Std -1 /11 activities**
90.7 47.2

Received a Received

) Primary* 86.7 77.8 17.8 60.1
Current academic
year (2024-2025) . ) N
Upper primary or higher 90.2 93.2 61.1 77.3 13.6 64.4
. . Primary 83.5 85.2 64.2 84.5 25.0 64.8
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) . )
Upper primary or higher 86.9 89.7 70.6 80.2 17.9 65.2
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed
If not If not
distributed distributed
% Sahsels in all grades, % Sahsels in all grades,
then % then %
schools where schools where
funds given funds given
2022 | 30.2 | 259 44.0 100 89.9 2022 | 26.7 | 209 52.4 100 81.4
Primary Primary
2024 92.3 5.8 1.9 100 2024 | 234 | 26.6 50.0 100 46.6
) 2022 | 34.9 171 48.0 100 92.4 . 2022 | 33.6 14.3 52.1 100 85.3
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024| 91.9 7.7 0.4 100 2024 | 27.4 | 27.2 45.4 100 39.8

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

Upper primary or

: Primary
% Schools with
2018(2022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 290 |66.8 7071807

education for every class

Separate teacher 44| 50| 0.4|46.7|45.5|38.5

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 44.3|52.7 |63.7 | 32.9| 34.2|44.9
education

teacher No teacher 51.3142.3|35.9|204| 20.3|16.6

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100| 100| 100
Playground in the school 41.1|43.2|39.4|53.9| 58.0|50.5
Sports equipment available 349|57.6|75.6|599|67.6|78.7

*Primary schools offer Std I-I\V/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIVIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools. Chart 1: Trends over time
By age group and sex. % Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.
2024 2006-2024
Age group and - - 40
Age 6-14: All 80.6 17.5 100 35
Age 7-16: All 80.3 16.4 0.0 3.3 100 30
Age 7-10: All 80.2 19.0 0.0 0.8 100

c 25
Age 7-10: Boys 774 | 217 0.0 0.9 100 @ \ A\

i)
Age 7-10: Girls 82.9 16.4 0.0 0.7 100 S 20 \ / *
Age 11-14: All 81.9 15.3 0.0 2.9 100 X \7 N\

15 \/ “~
Age 11-14: Boys 79.4 17.1 0.0 3.5 100
10 ——|

Age 11-14: Girls 84.0 13.6 0.1 2.3 100 —
Age 15-16: All 76.3 11.9 0.0 11.8 100 5 | — A —
Age 15-16: Boys 72.0 13.7 0.0 14.3 100 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ \
Age 15-16: Girls 793 106 0.0 100 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024
'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS. W 11-14 Boys 11-14 Girls [ 15-16 Boys 15-16 Girls

‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time
% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.
By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024

100

90 827819 844 o o | 849
80.1 77.9 80.8 .
80 38 -

70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

% Children

Boys Girls Boys Girls

Std -V Std VI-VIII

M 2018 2022 W 2024

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre- Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022 schools and schools. By age. 2024

Pre-school Not in Pre-school Not in
pre- pre-
Pvt school | Total school | Total

Anganwadi LKG/ | Govt| Pvt |Other| or i Pvt |Other| or
i UKG elglolol! i school

Age 3 81.3 0.3 6.4 05| 02| 00 | 114 | 100 Age 3 84.0 0.2 6.4 05| 03] 0.0 8.8 | 100
Age 4 75.3 0.5 | 15.7 1.8 0.7 | 0.0 6.0 | 100 Age 4 71.9 1.0 | 204 1.3 1.7 | 0.0 3.6 | 100
Age 5 54.2 0.8 | 227 | 13.0| 48| 0.0 4.7 | 100 Age 5 48.7 1.9 | 296 | 10.2| 70| 0.0 2.7 | 100
Age 6 9.9 0.2 8.8 | 64.0 | 154 | 0.0 1.6 | 100 Age 6 8.7 0.7 | 10.2 | 61.7 | 17.2 | 0.0 1.7 | 100
Age 7 1.2 0.2 22 774 1179 | 0.1 1.1 ] 100 Age 7 0.5 0.0 3.2 1730|226 | 0.0 0.7 | 100
Age 8 0.4 0.0 0.2 | 79.7 | 189 | 0.1 0.8 | 100 Age 8 0.4 0.0 0.4 | 798 | 18.7 | 0.0 0.8 | 100
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

Std

I

I

[
\%
\
\
VI

Vil

Not even| | ctter
letter
39.9 45.4
16.1 44.0
8.1 27.9
3.5 15.8
3.5 9.8
2.2 8.0
1.6 5.2
1.4 4.2

Word

10.2
19.7
20.3
15.8
10.7
9.7
6.5
53

Iev?etldt:axt Ievsetldtléxt fotal
2.8 1.7 100
12.8 7.4 100
18.8 24.9 100
21.6 43.3 100
21.6 54.4 100
18.2 61.9 100
16.6 70.3 100
13.1 76.0 100

Reading tool

Std Il bl bt Ste | bevel text
T, TR W T AW @) ™ TR A R
Todlt T wf W T T o o e @t &

wiren e en | e e iy
& o % frem b age

AT W1l T HE e
W Wl TEe T T

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
8.1% cannot even read letters, 27.9% can read letters but not words or higher,
20.3% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 18.8% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 24.9% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std IIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 154 42.3 21.3 children in Std Ill who can
read a Std Il level text. This
Zile 222 47.3 28.1 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 25.0 46.7 298 level” reading for Std Ill.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 20.7 41.6 24.3 government schools and
2024 245 271 25.0 private schools is shown

tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.

2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

% Children in Std VIl who

can read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt Gort & Govt Pvt
Pvt*

2014 471 76.6 52.4 73.8 75.9
2016 51.0 75.9 56.0 70.9 73.5
2018 57.1 70.2 59.6 77.0 78.7
2022 52.9 68.6 55.4 80.6 91.3 82.0
2024 52.3 65.8 543 74.3 86.1 76.0

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024

Not even [Recognise numbers

Subtract| Divide

EEE
] e
| 315 50.8 16.5 0.9 0.3 100 | T em -
I 10.6 47.7 33.6 7.7 0.5 100 4 3 F==)
(z)[7) e[| sz .w | DFC
i 4.9 323 396 18.7 46 100

3
RE

v 18 | 205 | 397 | 248 | 133 | 100 ik
v 15 | 138 | 357 | 233 | 257 | 100 (s ][3]

Vi 1.0 108 | 378 | 241 | 263 | 100 1
Vil 07 79 | 383 | 221 | 309 | 100 E”I' =18
[ |

VI 0.5 54 34.3 23.1 36.7 100

1

|'==
i

The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in
: o ari : e ) ; ! 4 =18

children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in EBE B2 —_—
Std I, 4.9% cannot even recognise numbers from 1 to 9, 32.3% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 39.6% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 18.7% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 4.6% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std lll. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std i vvho Gl ) st sieies, dildian & % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIIl who
do at least subtraction iz 3 gl 2t 2 do division can do division
digit subtraction with
borrowing by Std Il. Table 8
2014 96 31.1 14.2 shows the proportion of
: : : children in Std lll who can 2014 14.1 35.7 18.0 25.4 29.6
2016 14.5 37.7 20.0 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 18.6 40.8 23.1 253 28.1
2018 16.0 30.7 19.3 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data
2022 16.0 36.6 196 for children enrolled in 2018 26.1 30.2 26.9 28.0 31.0
: ’ : government schools and
2024 219 30.3 3.3 e 2022 22.8 35.0 24.8 38.0 58.9 40.7
tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in R 2024 22.9 41.5 25.7 335 539 36.4
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone srcnzr;tu;i:e % who have
at home | to do digital P their own
tasks* smartphone
14 93.3 62.2 78.1 14.4
15 93.6 69.9 83.7 19.9
16 94.7 72.5 87.2 26.2
All 93.8 67.6 82.5 19.7

Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone Cantu;e @ | % who have
at home | to do digital | > P"O"€ | their own
tasks* smartphone
Boys 93.8 71.2 84.3 29.8
Girls 93.8 65.0 81.1 12.4
All 93.8 67.6 82.5 19.7

Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024

Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024

% Children % Children|
. 0, 1 . i
who did C’thoht(:;:n Of those who used social WZ‘;S'd ah%ht(i;%n Of those who used social
any ia © i 0 : ) media, % children who can:
education-| any sodial media, % children who can: edulcatlcc)jn— B ia, % chi w
related | media in relate media in
activity in th activity in th Block/ | Make a
thg refereence reBpLZCrl;/a I\Sfcl)(feilea Change the refereence report a | profile | Change
reference | -\ eek rofil ivate | Password FEEENED| | e me profile | private password
week profile private week
14 45.1 75.4 52.8 42.7 44.7 Boys 46.7 80.7 63.6 57.4 63.0
15 50.6 78.6 66.1 53.5 54.7 )
Girls 49.6 75.3 61.9 47.8 46.3
16 50.2 79.2 70.7 61.3 63.1
Al 48.4 77.6 62.6 52.0 536 All 48.4 77.6 62.6 52.0 53.6

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM BROWSING FOR INFORMATION FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

PMGDISHA Module 1
(f.7a.sh. Qe Afsga 1)

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

P JaT 8:30 Tl WIRA B ggell AfRken Igufa

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of
the first woman President of India.

Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a

Question: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the moming. friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Clifllelan vwihe ceulld Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

bring a smartphone to
" Browsing for Of those who found
* Finding YouTube vid
¢ CIEiE] EES Setting an alarm mformatlon | RIE) TELTLES e video, % able to share it

14 68.7 | 57.1 62.2 70.4 61.3 658 | 82.8 87.6 85.3 85.5 88.1 86.8 | 88.7 849 | 86.6
15 69.9 | 69.9 69.9 79.2 | 66.8 717 | 89.3 | 89.6 | 89.5 90.1 91.8 91.1 90.3 89.3 | 89.7
16 76.3 | 70.0 72.5 835 | 71.7 76.7 | 89.7 | 87.9 | 88.7 919 | 88.6 90.0 | 953 920 | 934
All 71.2 | 65.0 67.6 76.9 | 66.5 71.1 86.8 | 884 | 87.7 88.8 | 89.6 89.2 | 913 88.7 | 89.8

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time Table 17: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.

2010, 2018, 2022, 2024
Primary* 301 459 | 1588 756 2022 | 2024
Upper primary or higher*| 124 9 57 30 All'schools 16.1 | 40.2 ‘ 43.8 54.4
Total schools visited 425 468 1645 786

. Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024
Table 16: Trends over time

Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools observed sitting with |observed sitting with
! ! ! any other Std any other Std

All schools** 2010 2018 2022 2024

All schools ‘ 76.6 ‘ 76.5

% Enrolled children Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)
present (Average) 705 /5.2 /1 /4.1 in classrooms. 2024

Of those schools with

TLM, work done by

students displayed in
classroom

TLM observed in
% Schools classroom (apart

from textbooks)
% Teachers present
(Average) 86.5 84.2 86.6 89.9

All schools 84.8 83.8 66.2 66.3

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 94.6 | 91.7| 93.6 | 96.3
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 86.1 | 97.0| 93.5 | 90.9
No facility for drinking water 129 79| 73| 98
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 96| 9.6|/106 | 9.0
water Drinking water available 77.6 | 825|822 | 81.1
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 289 | 21| 60| 76
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 4151 12.2|22.7 | 18.7
Toilet useable 296 | 857713 | 736
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 46.2 | 10.1] 16.5 | 18.9
Girls" Separate provision but locked 163 | 32| 75| 64
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 1751 11.0] 16.0 | 12.1
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 20.0 | 75.7| 60.0 | 62.7
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No library 27.1 1 10.3] 15.6 | 11.1
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 36.5 | 66.0| 59.5 | 47.1
Library books being used by children on day of visit 36.5| 23.8(249 | 41.8
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 91.6(92.2 | 96.0
Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit ' 82.0/83.7 1838
No computer available for children to use 959 | 97.7| 96.8 | 96.5
Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 2.4 | 19| 29| 3.0 5
Computer ) . . Ep—— e
Computer being used by children on day of visit 17] 04| 03| 05| S r——_r e e e
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100 | PEEEEERISEI—-

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VIAVI/VIIL.
**All schools include primary schools and upper primary schools.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one
teacher received training on

Received

Received a
directive from Teaching . School
govt to AN Learning e s readiness

implement FLN Material (TLM) ey TLM .for program held
" : FLN activities**
activities with Offline for FLN for Std |

Std -1 /11 activities**

% Schools

Current academic

year (2024-2025) 94.8 92.6 733 88.0 295 80.7
All schools*

Previous academic

. . 77. 2.2 44.2 70.4

year (2023-2024) 86.5 83.6 8 8 0
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024

Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed

If not
distributed
% Schools in all grades,
then %
schools where
funds given

No
All Some | grades/

grades | grades | don't
know

% Schools

2022 97.7 2.1 0.2 100 2022 | 98.6 1.0 0.4 100

All schools All schools

2024 98.5 1.2 0.4 100 2024 | 98.0 1.3 0.8 100

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

_ All schools
% Schools with

Weekly time allotted for physical

education for every class 91.5 941
Separate teacher 8.5 2.3 2.3

Physical  |Any other teacher 73.4 76.1 76.1

education

teacher No teacher 18.1 21.6 21.6
Total 100 100 100

Playground in the school 68.8 71.7 69.9

Sports equipment available 49.6 90.4 85.4

*All schools include primary schools and upper primary schools.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 26 OUT OF 26 DISTRICTS Pocilitaled by PRATHAM
Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools. Chart 1: Trends over time
By age group and sex. % Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.
2024 2006-2024
Age group and - - 40
Age 6-14: All 86.5 12.4 100 35
Age 7-16: All 83.8 14.0 0.1 2.1 100
30
=
Age 7-10: All 88.1 1.4 0.1 0.5 100 - \\
Age 7-10: Boys 86.4 | 12.9 0.1 0.5 100 g » N
o
Age 7-10: Girls 89.7 9.8 0.0 0.5 100 z 20 —
() A
Age 11-14: All 848 | 13.7 0.1 1.4 100 R 15 S N\ \
Age 11-14: Boys 83.4 15.5 0.1 1.0 100 \
10 -
Age 11-14: Girls 86.1 1.9 0.1 1.9 100 \/7
Age 15-16: All 66.0 23.9 0.1 10.0 100 5 : v/
Age 15-16: Boys 645 | 26.1 0.1 9.4 100 0 | N~——
Age 15-16: Girls 673 221 01 105 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024
'Othgr' includeg children gloing to Madarsa or EGS. W14 Boys 11-14 Girls [l 15-16 Boys [ 15-16 Girls
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.
Chart 2: Trends over time R
% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII. |
By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024
100
o0 | 9338 Y 92.5 g 1 o83 92.3 s 91.8 93.0 o 4
80
70
& 60
o
E 50
|
e 40
30
20
10
0
Boys Girls Boys Girls
Std -V Std VI-VIII

M 2018 2022 M 2024

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre- Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022 schools and schools. By age. 2024

Pre-school i Pre-school
pre-
school | Total school | Total

Pvt |Other

Nejlele]l

Age 3 80.8 0.4 1.5 02| 00 00 | 17.2 | 100 Age 3 87.6 4.1 3.2 03| 02 0.0 4.7 | 100
Age 4 81.5 5.0 4.5 08| 02| 00 8.1 | 100 Age 4 80.2 7.4 8.5 1.2 02| 00 2.5 | 100
Age 5 40.2 1.6 42 | 504 1.2 | 0.0 2.5 1100 Age 5 54.4 23.8 | 145 49| 1.0 0.0 1.3 | 100
Age 6 2.9 0.2 19 877 | 68| 0.0 0.5 | 100 Age 6 13.1 298 | 116 | 407 | 41| 0.0 0.7 | 100
Age 7 0.1 0.0 00 926 | 67| 0.0 0.6 | 100 Age 7 0.8 8.3 26 | 774 1106 | 0.1 0.4 | 100
Age 8 0.1 0.0 0.0 | 92.1 7.3 | 0.0 0.6 | 100 Age 8 0.0 0.4 0.2 | 87.0  11.7 | 0.1 0.5 | 100
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

St Not even | | otyer Word Std | std Total
letter level text|level text
| 24.9 37.3 22.2 9.2 6.5 100
[ 18.3 23.7 29.1 17.9 11.0 100
[ 9.3 16.7 24.7 234 25.8 100
\% 4.7 12.5 171 23.8 41.9 100
\Y 3.6 1.2 14.1 24.7 46.3 100
VI 2.8 7.0 9.5 21.0 59.7 100
VI 1.7 4.6 7.1 18.2 68.3 100
VI 1.5 3.8 4.8 14.0 75.9 100

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
9.3% cannot even read letters, 16.7% can read letters but not words or higher,
24.7% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 23.4% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 25.8% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std Ill. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 17.6 41.8 20.3 children in Std Ill who can
read a Std Il level text. This
Zile 216 23.0 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 323 393 333 level” reading for Std IllI.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 23.2 23.8 government schools and
2024 247 36.2 259 private schools is shown

tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024

100
90
80
70
60
50 430
40 335

% Children

30 1229 235 249
e TR R R

10— — — —

O [ — I I I
Boys Girls Boys

Girls

Girls

Boys

Std lil Std vV Std Vil

2022 [ 2024
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Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIIIl who
can read Std Il level text

% Children in Std V who can

read Std Il level text

Pvt
2014 44.6 64.1 46.6 76.4 84.2 77.6
2016 523 52.9 75.7 76.6
2018 52.0 53.8 72.5 733
2022 33.9 342 52.1 524
2024 44.6 61.7 46.3 74.7 84.5 75.8

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All
children. 2024

Not even [Recognise numbers

Subtract| Divide
| 24.9 49.0 23.3 2.1 0.7 100
Il 15.9 43.2 30.6 8.1 2.2 100
Il 9.2 32.6 39.1 17.3 1.8 100
\% 4.6 22.9 411 23.8 7.6 100
Vv 3.4 21.1 39.1 22.1 14.3 100
VI 3.4 13.2 36.3 26.7 204 100
VI 1.8 10.8 34.8 27.4 25.3 100
Vil 2.2 7.9 32.5 26.9 30.5 100

The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in
Std I, 9.2% cannot even recognise numbers from 1to 9, 32.6% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 39.1% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 17.3% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 1.8% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 8: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std Ill. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Il who can
do at least subtraction

In most states, children are
expected to do 2-digit by 2-
digit subtraction with

borrowing by Std II. Table 8

shows the proportion of
2014 12.4 352 14.9 children in Std Il who can
2016 18.3 19.6 do subtraction. This figure

is a proxy for “grade level”
2018 22.8 43.1 25.7 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data
2022 22.9 232 for children enrolled in

government schools and
2024 16.5 41.2 19.0 private schools is shown

— - - - separately.
*This is the weighted average for children in

government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIil. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIIIl who
can do division

% Children in Std V who can

do division

Pvt
2014 13.9 34.8 16.1 293 50.4 32.6
2016 14.5 16.1 33.9 34.8
2018 18.4 20.2 35.8 35.6
2022 14.5 14.7 313 31.8
2024 13.1 25.2 14.3 28.3 46.5 30.3

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024 Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h % Children who: of th h
ose who ose who

Could bring can use a

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,

Have a a smartphone,

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | o who have

smartphone - smartphone | smartphone Can use a | o who have
at home | to do digital P their own

at home | to do digital smartphone | - their own

tasks* smartphone tasks* smartphone
14 95.8 64.4 80.1 13.6 Boys 96.2 71.6 85.6 24.6
15 95.9 72.2 83.4 19.2 )
Girls 95.8 66.9 79.5 12.9

16 96.4 72.8 84.6 259

Al 96.0 69.1 82.3 18.6 Al 96.0 69.1 823 18.6
Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone, Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference % children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media week** for any educational activity or social media

activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024  activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024
% Children % Children

who did %hcoh”(:(rezn OF dhese wihe used sodkl who did Oah%ht(:gzn Of those who used social
any |whou - - : any dia, % child h :
education- | any social s, Yo RS wie e education-| any social HICIE 6 CHECIE RO CEl
related | media in related | media in
activity in th activity in th Block/ Mak
they e Block/ Makg a Change T € oc G & Change
reference | report a | profile . reference reference| report a | profile assword
re:‘/\(/a;r;(ce week profile | private | PassWor week week profile | private | P
14 58.8 68.5 56.5 45.6 534 Boys 59.4 76.4 66.7 59.0 66.3
15 61.6 75.7 59.9 50.1 52.2 .
Girls 62.1 70.2 58.8 48.0 48.0
16 63.1 77.6 75.6 69.3 69.4
Al 60.8 732 | 628 | 536 57.3 Al 608 /32 | 628 | 536 | 573

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM BROWSING FOR INFORMATION FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO
PMGDISHA Module 1
L
o 2
2iadl 514 Ul 8:30 AL AR MAH Wk e 1x2uld (. 2w . B Hisya 1)
Question a: Find the "PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.
Queston:Set an o for 8301 the moring. Guesfon:Secres o e chone and el me the name of | Quesion o idec, then sencihre 1 wih

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Chifllelan vihe ceuld Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

bring a smartphone to .
" . Browsing for — . Of those who found
* Finding YouTube vid
e CIEE] EE S SN <1 IS information e R e video, % able to share it

i [ A | son [ ons | A1 | son [ | A1 | son s

14 66.3 | 62.5 64.4 771 721 746 | 721 754 | 73.7 88.0 | 82.1 85.1 90.8 89.7 | 90.3
15 75.9 | 69.2 72.2 82.0 | 785 80.1 75.7 | 80.1 77.9 853 | 884 869 | 94.6 929 | 937
16 754 | 705 72.8 87.5 | 82.0 846 | 813 | 752 | 78.1 90.2 | 85.0 87.5 | 96.8 93.7 | 952
All 716 | 66.9 69.1 81.4 | 771 79.2 | 757 | 77.0 | 76.3 87.6 | 85.1 86.3 | 937 919 | 928

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time Table 17: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.

2010, 2018, 2022, 2024
Primary* 66 105 36 88 2022 | 2024
Upper primary or higher*| 557 539 675 560 All schools 4.6 | 12.8 ‘ 12.2 14.4
Total schools visited 623 644 711 648

. Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024

Table 16: Trends over time i .

Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children

2010, 2018, 2022 2024 % Schools observed sitting with |observed sitting with
! ! ! any other Std any other Std

All schools** 2010 2018 2022 2024 All schools ‘ 598 ‘ 65 3
% Enrolled children Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)
present (Average) 84.7 85.6 84.3 86.4 in classrooms. 2024
TLM observed in ();‘Lmosvsosrckhgglsewkl)‘;h
% Schools classroom (apart students displayed in
from textbooks) |
% Teachers present classroom
(Average) 95.8 923 9.9 95.9
All schools 95.6 93.4 87.8 87.3

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 96.2 | 94.1| 82.6 | 98.6
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 88.3 | 90.4| 69.0 | 90.6
No facility for drinking water 142 | 64185 | 87
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 65| 56| 97| 7.8
water Drinking water available 79.4 | 88.0| 71.8 | 83.5
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 261 02 00/ 02
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 326 | 85| 42| 224
Toilet useable 64.8 | 913,958 | 77.4
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 127 26| 11 1.9
Girls" Separate provision but locked 207 | 1.1] 04| 40
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 16.7 | 88| 43| 185
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 499 | 87.4| 942 | 75.6
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No library 16.2 | 14.7]1 109 | 16.4
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 35.2 | 44.8| 16.8 | 28.2
Library books being used by children on day of visit 485 | 40.5| 72.3 | 554
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 99.4|96.2 | 99.4

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
' electricity available on dayyof visit " 96.5)93.7 1 97.3
No computer available for children to use 47.8 | 33.1| 386 | 254
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 24.3 | 42.9| 20.5 | 34.6
Computer being used by children on day of visit 279 | 24.0| 40.9 | 40.0
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VIAVI/VIIL.
**All schools include primary schools and upper primary schools.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one
teacher received training on

Received

irecti i hool
directive from FLN Teaching Received funds Sc 100
readiness

govt to Learning £
. . or TLM for
implement FLN Material (TLM) FLN activities** | Program held

activities with Offline fqrA FLN for Std |
Std -1 /11 activities**

Received a

% Schools

Current academic

year (2024-2025) 94.2 77.9 85.1 88.7 52.4 96.3
All schools*

Previous academic

2. 79.4 . N 1.1 N

year (2023-2024) 92.6 9 86.8 85 5 %
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024

Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed

If not
distributed
% Schools in all grades,
then %
schools where
funds given

No
Al Some | grades/

grades | grades | don't
know

% Schools

2022 87.5 12.2 0.3 100 2022 49.0 | 247 | 263 100 96.6

All schools All schools

2024 98.8 1.1 0.2 100 2024 | 64.7 6.6 | 28.8 100 91.6

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

. All schools
% Schools with

Weekly time allotted for physical

education for every class 914 926
Separate teacher 29.7 45.7 19.9

Physical Any other teacher 56.0 43.1 65.2

education

teacher No teacher 14.3 1.2 14.8
Total 100 100 100

Playground in the school 82.5 75.8 80.3

Sports equipment available 81.0 86.1 83.8

*All schools include primary schools and upper primary schools.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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School enrollment

Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools.
By age group and sex.

2024 2006-2024
Age group and - - 40
Age 6-14: All 460 | 523 100 35
Age 7-16: Al 467 | 514 | 05 15 | 100 30
Age 7-10: All 441 | 546 | 04 0.9 | 100
Age 7-10: Boys 392 | 597 | 05 0.6 | 100 g %°
o

-10: Gi Z 20
Age 7-10: Girls 493 | 492 | 04 1.1 100 = N
Age 11-14: Al 488 | 493 | 05 1.4 | 100 LR \\
Age 11-14: Boys 423 | 563 | 04 1.0 | 100 ~

_ 10 N\ =

Age 11-14: Girls 551 | 424 | 06 1.9 | 100 \\\:
Age 15-16: Al 488 | 474 | 03 35 | 100 5 ‘§
Age 15-16: Boys 437 | 533 | 02 2.8 100 \.\—‘—4’_'—7‘ T—
Age 15-16: Girls 38 | 417 | os » 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS.

; ; \ W 11-14 Boys
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

11-14 Girls [ 15-16 Boys [ 15-16 Girls

Chart 2: Trends over time
% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.
By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024

100
90
80
70
60
50 48.1 45.9
40 5 38.8
30
20
10

0

51.2
441

415

% Children

e,

Boys Girls Boys Girls

Std -V Std VI-VIII

2022

M 2018 M 2024

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Pre-school Not in Pre-school Not in

pre- pre-
school | Total school | Total

Anganwadi Pvt |Other| or Pvt |Other| or

school school
Age 3 58.1 1.6 | 25.7 1.4 09| 00 | 12.3 | 100 Age 3 50.2 2.8 | 305 0.8 1.4 00 | 144 | 100
Age 4 31.6 3.7 | 479 5.2 5.0| 0.0 6.6 | 100 Age 4 26.0 49 | 51.9 3.1 43| 0.1 9.8 | 100
Age 5 8.5 3.6 | 43.7 | 24.1 | 169 0.0 3.3 | 100 Age 5 8.7 6.2 52.7 | 142 | 13.7 0.2 4.3 | 100
Age 6 1.7 1.7 | 195 | 381 | 375 | 0.0 1.6 | 100 Age 6 1.9 3.7 | 252 | 285|384 | 0.6 1.9 | 100
Age 7 0.4 0.5 3.3 | 46.0 | 484 | 0.1 1.4 | 100 Age 7 0.3 0.7 6.2 | 379 | 53.3 | 05 1.2 | 100
Age 8 0.0 0.1 0.8 | 50.0 | 484 | 0.1 0.5 | 100 Age 8 0.1 0.1 1.8 | 42.7 | 534 | 05 1.4 | 100
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

St Not even | | otyer Word Std | std Total
letter level text|level text
| 17.5 30.3 25.5 14.8 11.9 100
I 7.8 16.6 23.2 27.3 25.2 100
[ 5.9 1.4 154 23.3 44.0 100
\% 2.2 7.0 10.6 24.6 55.7 100
\Y 2.2 5.4 7.8 21.1 63.5 100
i 1.5 3.9 6.4 17.5 70.8 100
VI 1.7 3.6 3.2 15.8 75.8 100
VIl 0.7 2.6 2.5 11.5 82.7 100

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
5.9% cannot even read letters, 11.4% can read letters but not words or higher,
15.4% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 23.3% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 44% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std Ill. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 21.7 61.5 45 .4 children in Std Ill who can
read a Std Il level text. This
Zile 25.1 61.0 46.2 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 335 56.1 46.4 level” reading for Std IllI.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 21.2 43.0 31.5 government schools and
2024 32.1 53.8 441 private schools is shown

tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024

100
90 837
80 —

70 62.1 045 1

60 56.1 [— [—

50 456 422 | | |

40 N B B B

316 314

30 - L B B B

20— — - - - -

10 n N B B B

O [ — I— I— — — —
Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls

% Children

Std lil Std vV Std Vil

2022 [ 2024
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Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIIIl who
can read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt Bo Govt Pvt
Pvt*

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

2014 53.9 81.3 68.2 78.4 93.5 85.2
2016 54.6 79.1 68.3 76.4 91.6 83.8
2018 58.1 78.3 69.3 73.4 88.7 81.3
2022 46.8 71.8 57.7 72.5 89.9 80.3
2024 53.9 72.9 63.5 76.6 90.0 83.0

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024

Not even [Recognise numbers

Subtract| Divide

! 15.5 277 | 444 9.9 25 | 100 e T ind o
I 5.8 20.9 40.3 26.6 6.4 100 a &4 D14
Il 4.8 150 | 287 | 293 | 222 100 EE' =13 -4

IV 2.0 9.0 28.1 29.7 31.1 100 | 92 | I 8 |
\ 1.5 6.6 22.3 26.4 43.2 100 E[Il

Vi 09 59 | 214 | 263 | 455 | 100 (47| | 72|
Vil 13 4.1 18.6 243 517 100 E|
|54 | | o7 |

VI 0.5 2.7 17.8 22.6 56.5 100

i [[id]
{ i

The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in

children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Ellzl El
Std Ill, 4.8% cannot even recognise numbers from 1 to 9, 15% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 28.7% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 29.3% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 22.2% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.

H.-'at s ‘éi
e
E

Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std Ill. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIil. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std Il who can o . . D ran
. % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIl who
o it s sulbiaciion In most states, chlIFlrlen are ° do divisi ° do divisi
expected to do 2-digit by 2- o division can do division
digit subtraction with
2014 24.0 747 54.1 shows the proportion of v
: : : children in Std lll who can 2014 30.8 71.0 51.9 50.7 86.1 66.7
2016 27.7 73.7 54.8 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 30.1 63.8 48.9 534 78.0 65.3
2018 31.6 70.7 53.9 arithmetic for Std . Data
— o =00 0 for children enrolled in 2018 34.4 64.5 51.0 491 76.8 63.3
: ’ . government schools and
2024 331 66.4 515 o 2022 27.6 60.0 41.8 49.5 78.6 62.6
ly.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately 2024 29.4 56.9 433 43.1 70.9 56.5
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024

100
90
80
70 64.6
60 58.0 602 .
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Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone srcnzr;tu;i:e % who have
at home | to do digital P their own
tasks* smartphone
14 92.3 71.4 87.7 35.7
15 93.1 73.2 88.5 40.0
16 91.7 76.0 88.8 41.6
All 92.4 73.2 88.2 38.7

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone Cantu;e a1 % who have
at home | to do digital | > P"O"€ | their own
tasks* smartphone
Boys 92.8 75.4 90.5 42.0
Girls 92.1 71.2 86.1 35.5
All 92.4 73.2 88.2 38.7

Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024

% Children % Child
who did \;.vho |us(r;n Of those who used social
Y . media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a
fthe reference| report a | profile Changed
reference | \yeek Brofile i passwor
week
14 64.9 74.2 63.8 61.1 63.7
15 65.0 78.8 67.1 66.1 67.1
16 69.9 80.8 76.2 75.2 76.9
All 66.1 77.5 68.2 66.6 68.3

Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024

% Children .
who did |% Children

Of those who used social
who used

any ) media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a e
fthe reference| report a | profile anged
Telerence | -\ eek profile private passwor
week
Boys 64.1 78.0 73.2 72.9 75.7
Girls 68.1 77.0 63.3 60.5 61.2
All 66.1 77.5 68.2 66.6 68.3

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM
P gag 8:30 ol

Question: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the morning.

BROWSING FOR INFORMATION

YR P ggell Afen Iecufa

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of
the first woman President of India.

FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

PMGDISHA Module 1
(f.7a.h.feem Aisga 1)

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a
friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Children who could
bring a smartphone to

do digital tasks*

14 74.4 | 68.6 71.4 89.4 82.8 86.1
15 740 | 724 73.2 92.3 | 879 90.1
16 79.2 | 735 76.0 92.7 | 90.8 91.7
All 75.4 | 71.2 73.2 91.3 | 86.8 89.0

89.0
92.4
93.8
91.4

Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

Setting an alarm Browsing ifor Finding YouTube video
mformatlon video,

Of those who found
% able to share it

87.0 88.0 94.0 88.4 91.3 | 96.2 94.0 | 951
89.7 | 911 96.6 | 94.2 954 | 96.5 95.6 | 96.1
93.7 | 93.7 97.8 | 95.5 96.6 | 98.9 98.2 | 985
89.7 | 90.6 959 | 924 94.1 96.9 958 | 964

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about

schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

302 392 325 2

Primary* 88
Upper primary or higher* 226 221 175 243
Total schools visited 528 613 500 531

Table 16: Trends over time
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Primary 2010 PAONRS] 2022 2024
% Enrolled children

present (Average) 82.9 77.7 78.3 78.4
% Teachers present 89.8 87.0 o e

(Average)

Table 17: Trends over time
% Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

2022 2024
Primary 10.3 25.3 21.6 37.8
Upper primary or higher 1.4 4.1 1.2 8.0

Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024
Std | child

Std Il children
observed sitting with
any other Std
61.8
57.2

% Schools observed sitting with

any other Std
66.9
61.3

Primary
Upper primary or higher

Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)
in classrooms. 2024

Upper primary or higher | 2010 2018 2022 2024

% Enrolled children
present (Average)

% Teachers present
(Average)

81.7 77.6 79.0 78.3

87.8 88.5 88.8 85.3

% Schools

Primary

Upper primary or higher

Of those schools with

TLM, work done by

students displayed in
classroom

TLM observed in
classroom (apart
from textbooks)

92.5
92.1

91.4
91.7

78.3
73.7

82.9
75.3

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Schools with

2010|2018 | 2022 | 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 93.7 | 85.3| 87.5 | 95.5
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 51.0 | 88.2| 90.6 | 91.3
No facility for drinking water 17.7 1 11.6] 9.1 | 14.0
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 77| 64| 63| 55
water Drinking water available 74.6 | 82.0| 84.7 | 80.5
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 201 07, 06| 06
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 30.1 8.5/ 28.0 | 20.8
Toilet useable 67.9 | 90.8| 71.4 | 78.7
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 10.0| 48| 40| 3.1
Girls" Separate provision but locked 134 | 23|143| 19
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 239 | 85133 | 204
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 52.8 | 84.4| 685 | 74.6
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No library 3541 16.0/ 17.3 | 13.6
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 33.0 | 44.8| 33.2 | 27.2
Library books being used by children on day of visit 31.6 | 39.1|49.5 | 59.2
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 95.7|98.8 | 98.5

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit o 70.8| 86.3 | 92.3
No computer available for children to use 826 | 817|748 | 71.5
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 10.5 | 13.3| 14.1 | 15.8
Computer being used by children on day of visit 69| 51111127
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
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Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one

directive from ieacheieceivedpuanialen Teaching . Nelglolel!
FLN . Received funds .
govt to Learning readiness

0,
% Schools implement FLN Material (TLM) 108 TLM lfor program held
— - for FLN FLN activities** for Std |
BIEIVTHES T Offline Online O -
Std -1/ 11l activities**
91.6 87.7

Received a Received

) Primary* 94.4 89.5 51.4 85.4
Current academic
year (2024-2025) . ) .
Upper primary or higher 93.4 89.2 89.6 86.8 58.2 83.8
i ) Primary 93.6 90.8 87.8 84.7 51.6 84.8
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) : :
Upper primary or higher 93.3 91.1 89.0 82.6 56.9 84.2
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed If not
distributed
% Schools i % Schools in all grades,
Al Some | grades/ then %
grades | grades don't schools where
know funds given
2022 92.6 5.6 1.9 100 2022| 343 | 12.0 53.8 100 64.5
Primary Primary
2024 97.2 2.8 0.0 100 2024 | 309 | 15.6 53.5 100 70.6
. 2022 89.1 6.9 4.0 100 . 2022 | 46.1 19.2 34.7 100 67.4
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024 92.1 7.9 0.0 100 2024 | 376 | 175 45.0 100 83.3

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

Upper primary or

. Primary
% Schools with
20182022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 627 1741 737092 2

education for every class

Separate teacher 97| 81| 75|63.4|52.4|64.2

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 65.1 | 48.9 |65.2 | 25.5| 30.1|25.0
education

teacher No teacher 25.2143.0(27.2|11.1|17.5/10.8

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100| 100| 100
Playground in the school 81.2/82.6/80.5|87.7| 86.888.3
Sports equipment available 59.3/81.5|79.1 | 64.7 | 84.885.9

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools.
By age group and sex.

2024

Age 6-14: All
Age 7-16: All
Age 7-10: All
Age 7-10: Boys
Age 7-10: Girls
Age 11-14: All
Age 11-14: Boys
Age 11-14: Girls
Age 15-16: All
Age 15-16: Boys
Age 15-16: Girls

58.6 41.0

61.8 37.5 0.0
55.7 441 0.0
54.0 45.8 0.0
57.6 42.2 0.0
63.5 36.1 0.0
60.4 395 0.0
66.6 32.8 0.0
71.7 253 0.0
70.2 26.5 0.0
73.1 24.3 0.0

0.8
0.2
0.3
0.2
0.4
0.2
0.6
3.0
3.3
2.6

100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS.
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024
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Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.
2006-2024

% Children
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Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022

Pre-school

Anganwadi

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

442
24.9
7.5
1.8
0.0
0.1

123 | 23.2
20.4 | 46.1
123 | 32.6
1.6 7.0
0.0 0.7
0.1 0.0

Pvt

0.9
0.7
14.4
33.6
38.2
39.3

Not in

pre-

school | Total

Other| or

school
0.0 | 17.7 | 100
0.0 54 | 100
0.0 2.1 100
0.0 0.4 | 100
0.1 0.2 | 100
0.1 0.3 | 100

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

Pre-school

44.5
17.4
7.4
3.4
0.0
0.1

22.0 1.0
49.9 1.2
50.1 6.2
14.4 | 32.6
1.5 | 52.1
0.2 | 525

Pvt

1.3
1.9
7.1
41.0
46.0
46.9

Other

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Not in
pre-
school | Total
or
school
10.2 | 100
3.8 | 100
1.3 | 100
0.6 | 100
0.4 | 100
0.3 | 100
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

St Not even | | otyer Word Std | std Total
letter level text|level text
| 12.8 34.4 29.2 14.6 9.0 100
I 6.6 18.5 19.6 30.8 24.6 100
[ 3.1 9.9 1.4 27.9 47.6 100
\% 1.7 5.1 9.8 25.7 57.8 100
\Y 1.3 4.1 5.9 21.8 66.8 100
i 0.4 2.3 3.0 15.9 78.4 100
VI 0.5 2.2 3.1 16.2 78.0 100
VIl 0.1 1.8 2.1 11.7 84.2 100

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
3.1% cannot even read letters, 9.9% can read letters but not words or higher,
11.4% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 27.9% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 47.6% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std Ill. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 43.6 51.3 46.6 children in Std Il who can
read a Std Il level text. This
Zile 45.0 49.0 47.0 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 47 .4 48.0 47.7 level” reading for Std IllI.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 23.0 3741 28.4 government schools and
2024 46.6 49 4 477 private schools is shown

tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIIIl who
can read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt Bo Govt Pvt
Pvt*

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

2014 71.5 82.5 75.3 90.5 94.8 91.9
2016 65.3 78.0 70.5 84.9 94.9 87.9
2018 74.5 80.4 76.9 87.4 95.4 89.9
2022 60.2 63.1 61.3 87.6 89.3 88.0
2024 65.8 68.7 67.0 84.3 83.9 84.2

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024

Not even [Recognise numbers

Subtract| Divide

—
| 9.0 192 | 62.6 6.9 24 | 100 - — et e ™
I 37 184 | 443 | 301 36 | 100 E“I] :; Ty oA

[l 1.5 11.8 315 37.4 17.8 100

v 09 60 | 287 | 280 | 365 | 100
Vv 1.0 48 21.8 254 | 47.0 100 | @ || a |

Vi 0.3 2.8 215 22.0 53.3 100 | 24 | | T8 |

|'Ha | |:'*.= | |é=| |5..-=

VI 0.1 3.0 23.8 24.0 49.2 100 | 2 || ] | =18 ajﬂlt
Vil 0.0 2.8 24.8 20.6 51.8 100
The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in | 3 || 1 | | 58 | | 14 | =17 !i T57T i
Std I, 1.5% cannot even recognise numbers from 1to 9, 11.8% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 31.5% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 37.4% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 17.8% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.
Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std Ill. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIil. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% ghildreln in Stdblll Who G ) st sietes, dildian & % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIII who
O at [east subtraction expected to do 2-digit by 2- do division can do division
digit subtraction with
2014 40.6 70.6 52.4 shows the proportion of V
: : : children in Std Ill who can 2014 379 | 639 | 469 | 559 742 | 618
2016 48.4 66.7 57.4 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 47.4 63.0 53.7 50.4 79.5 59.2
2018 424 58.7 50.1 arithmetic for Std . Data 5018 - 640 66 . saa 610
2| 313 | se3 | oane | | | | | | |
2024 46.7 675 554 private schools is shown 2022 38.1 50.5 42.6 48.2 65.2 52.3
tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in R 2024 44.0 51.8 47.2 44.0 65.4 51.6
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024

% Children who:

Could bring

14
15
16
All

Have a

smartphone
at home

97.4
96.1
96.5
96.7

a

smartphone
to do digital
tasks*

83.1
83.1
84.3
83.4

Can use a
smartphone

94.1
93.4
95.7
94.3

243
34.9
47.9
35.0

Of those who
can use a
smartphone,
% who have
their own
smartphone

Boys
Girls

All

% Children who: of

can use a
smartphone,

Have a

Could bring

a

smartphone | smartphone

at home

96.1

97.2

96.7

to do digital
tasks*

83.3

83.5

83.4

Canuse a | o

smartphone

93.8
94.7

94.3

Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

those who

who have

their own

smartphone

40.5

30.3

35.0

Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024

% Children

. 0, 1
who did C’thoht(:;zn Of those who used social
Y . media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a
fthe reference | report a | profile Changed
reference | \yeek Brofile i passwor
week
14 65.4 90.5 65.3 66.0 67.4
15 62.9 89.1 79.0 78.2 77.2
16 66.5 91.1 77.3 82.0 83.8
All 64.8 90.2 73.7 75.0 75.7

Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024

% Children .
who did |% Children

Of those who used social
who used

&ngy ) media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a e
fthe reference| report a | profile anged
rererencet veek profile private passwor
week
Boys 62.3 89.6 76.2 76.0 79.7
Girls 66.7 90.7 71.7 74.1 72.4
All 64.8 90.2 73.7 75.0 75.7

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM
P gag 8:30 ol

Question: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the morning.

BROWSING FOR INFORMATION

YR P ggell Afen Iecufa

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of
the first woman President of India.

FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

PMGDISHA Module 1
(f.7a.h.feem Aisga 1)

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a
friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Children who could
bring a smartphone to

do digital tasks*

Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

Setting an alarm Browsing ifor Finding YouTube video
mformatlon video,

Of those who found
% able to share it

14 78.3 | 871 83.1 92.1 84.2 876 | 93.8
15 86.3 | 80.5 83.1 91.5 | 839 87.5 | 92.8
16 86.0 | 83.0 84.3 976 | 915 94.2 | 91.7
All 83.3 | 835 83.4 93.4 | 86.2 89.4 | 92.8

93.0 93.3 96.1 95.1 955 | 97.2 943 | 956
90.6 | 91.6 95.7 | 97.1 96.5 | 98.2 95.4 | 96.7
914 | 915 97.8 | 955 96.6 | 100.0 98.0 | 989
91.7 | 92.2 96.4 | 96.0 96.2 | 984 | 957 | 96.9

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time Table 17: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enroliment of 60 or less.

2010, 2018, 2022, 2024
Primary* 195 284 259 2022 | 2024
Upper primary or higher* 66 9 4 All schools 48.6 | 83.1 ‘ 81.4 86.9
Total schools visited 261 293 263 268

. Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024
Table 16: Trends over time

Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools observed sitting with |observed sitting with
! ! ! any other Std any other Std

All schools** 2010 2018 2022 2024

All schools ‘ 78.0 ‘ 77.7

% Enrolled children Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)
present (Average) 90.0 834 83.3 852 in classrooms. 2024

Of those schools with

TLM, work done by

students displayed in
classroom

TLM observed in
% Schools classroom (apart

from textbooks)
% Teachers present

(Average) 88.0 75.8 82.8 81.2

All schools 90.1 87.2 67.0 69.9

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 98.0 | 93.1] 91.1 | 95.5
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 82.5|99.3|/99.2 | 97.8
No facility for drinking water 125| 55| 38| 58
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 43| 51| 73| 39
water Drinking water available 83.2 | 894|889 | 90.4
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 108 03] 1.1 1.1
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 332 55(11.8| 9.0
Toilet useable 56.0 | 94.2| 87.1 | 89.9
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 31.1 55| 80| 7.1
Girls" Separate provision but locked 106 | 2.1|11.4| 6.0
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 196 | 62| 42| 52
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 38.7 | 86.3|76.4 | 81.7
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No library 19.7| 27| 49| 3.8
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 39.0 | 73.0| 58.6 | 63.7
Library books being used by children on day of visit 413 | 243|365 | 32.6
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 94.5|98.5 | 99.3

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit o 86.0192.6 | 94.7
No computer available for children to use 93.3| 93.5/88.7 | 82.8
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 3.5 | 4.5| 9.0 | 15.0
Computer being used by children on day of visit 32| 21| 23| 23
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIVIIL.
**All schools include primary schools and upper primary schools.
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Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one
teacher received training on

Received

irecti i hool
directive from FLN Teaching Received funds Sc 100
readiness

govt to Learning £
. . or TLM for
implement FLN Material (TLM) FLN activities** | Program held

activities with Offline fqrA FLN for Std |
Std -1 /11 activities**

Received a

% Schools

Current academic

year (2024-2025) 82.8 328 211 53.4 288 78.6
All schools*

Previous academic

1.4 2 2. 70. 79. .

year (2023-2024) 2 83 526 0.8 9.8 83.5
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024

Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed

If not
distributed
% Schools in all grades,
then %
schools where
funds given

No
Al Some | grades/

grades | grades | don't
know

% Schools

2022 95.8 3.0 1.1 100 2022| 824 | 10.7 6.9 100

All schools All schools

2024 97.8 2.2 0.0 100 2024 6.0 | 214 | 726 100 69.2

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

. All schools
% Schools with

Weekly time allotted for physical

education for every class 65.0 88.8
Separate teacher 2.8 1.2 0.4

Physical  |Any other teacher 74.2 65.6 85.3

education

teacher No teacher 23.0 33.2 14.3
Total 100 100 100

Playground in the school 81.8 82.8 84.2

Sports equipment available 69.9 95.4 92.9

*All schools include primary schools and upper primary schools.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools. Chart 1: Trends over time
By age group and sex. % Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.
2024 2006-2024
Age group and - - 40
Age 6-14: All 57.2 41.7 100 35
Age 7-16: All 58.3 40.2 0.5 1.1 100 30
Age 7-10: All 56.0 43.2 0.4 0.4 100
Age 7-10: Boys 540 | 452 0.5 0.3 100 g »
o
Age 7-10: Girls 58.2 41.1 03 0.5 100 g 20
Age 11-14: All 57.6 41.1 0.5 0.8 100 R o
15 - ~
Age 11-14: Boys 55.2 43.4 0.5 1.0 100 \\
) 10 - —
Age 11-14: Girls 602 | 388 | 04 0.6 100 \
Age 15-16: All 659 | 297 | 06 38 | 100 S N——
Age 15-16: Boys 640 | 322 | 08 3.0 100 0 m —
Age 15-16: Girls 67.6 274 04 46 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024
'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS. . 11-14 Boys 11-14 Girls . 15-16 Boys . 15-16 Girls

‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time
% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.
By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024
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Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre- Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022 schools and schools. By age. 2024

Pre-school i Pre-school Not in
pre-
school | Total

Govt | Pvt |Other| or
Nejlele]l

Age 3 63.6 46 | 137 2.1 1.1 05 | 144 | 100 Age 3 64.9 86 | 12.8 141 05| 00 | 11.9 | 100
Age 4 39.4 15.1 | 31.2 38| 33| 03 6.9 | 100 Age 4 37.7 20.8 | 31.1 3.5 1.3 ] 0.0 5.5 | 100
Age 5 1.4 224 | 417 | 148 | 80| 0.0 1.6 | 100 Age 5 1.2 27.1 | 439 | 111 41| 0.0 2.6 | 100
Age 6 2.8 13.3 | 340 | 30.7 | 186 | 0.0 0.6 | 100 Age 6 3.0 17.8 | 36.1 | 27.7 | 149 | 0.0 0.5 | 100
Age 7 0.8 54 | 176 | 450|310 0.0 0.3 | 100 Age 7 0.5 7.0 1218 | 412|286 | 04 0.4 | 100
Age 8 0.3 1.7 6.4 | 494 | 414 | 05 0.2 | 100 Age 8 0.6 1.4 6.5 | 504 | 403 | 0.4 0.5 | 100
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

St Not even | | otyer Word Std | std Total
letter level text|level text
| 16.3 40.1 30.3 9.7 3.6 100
[ 6.3 32.2 34.4 17.5 9.7 100
[ 3.8 21.7 31.5 26.4 16.6 100
\% 1.6 13.0 28.9 29.5 26.9 100
\Y 2.2 9.3 25.0 25.9 37.7 100
i 1.0 8.2 20.5 26.6 43.8 100
VI 0.9 5.5 18.6 24.8 50.1 100
VIl 0.9 3.5 12.1 25.0 58.5 100

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
3.8% cannot even read letters, 21.7% can read letters but not words or higher,
31.5% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 26.4% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 16.6% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std Ill. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 10.0 29.9 20.0 children in Std Il who can
read a Std Il level text. This
Zile 73 293 14.6 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 5.4 42.0 221 level” reading for Std IllI.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 4.3 34.0 19.0 government schools and
2024 6.7 30.7 16.7 private schools is shown

tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIIIl who
can read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt Bo Govt Pvt
Pvt*

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

2014 21.0 58.8 38.7 54.4 76.5 63.9
2016 22.2 53.1 32.0 55.6 78.0 62.1
2018 24.3 69.1 42.0 55.5 83.0 65.0
2022 18.1 54.9 35.2 50.2 78.0 61.2
2024 21.8 60.3 37.8 47.2 78.2 58.6

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024
Not even [Recognise numbers oF
Subtract| Divide
11.99 e e T s
| 12.9 30.0 45.2 10.8 1.2 100 1-4 11 -89 pllas
41 64
Il . 19. 1.2 20. 2. 1
5.6 99 | s 05 8 00 i ) T8 (
[ 2.9 12.2 48.5 27.4 9.0 100 B Le———
v 17 62 | 454 | 285 | 184 | 100 & ﬁ B E ST
Vv 1.8 5.6 37.2 30.3 25.1 100 [3
i 0.7 5.1 34.3 32.1 27.8 100 | 47 | [ T2 | 56 3
Vil 08 29 | 324 | 332 | 307 | 100 [IH 2 | =3 =13 | gHeer(
Vil 06 17 | 293 | 326 | 358 | 100 E] a2
The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in 45 E3
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in E] | i) | ! 1 | =18  -24 ﬁﬁlt
Std I, 2.9% cannot even recognise numbers from 1to0 9, 12.2% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 48.5% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 27.4% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 9% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.
Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std Ill. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIil. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std Il who G ) st sietes, dildian & % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIIl who
do &0 [sabt suliEaien iz i gl 2t 2 do division can do division
digit subtraction with
2014 228 59.2 411 shows the proportion of V
: : : children in Std lll who can 2014 13.7 38.0 25.0 276 55.1 393
2016 19.4 55.0 31.3 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 14.6 37.5 21.9 40.4 66.5 48.0
2018 20.2 55.0 36.1 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data
3055 e e 38.7 ;(:vgr,:i::;ti,;ogﬁz iar;d 2018 13.6 42.6 25.1 253 47.3 32.9
2024 227 56.2 366 private schools is shown 2022 14.0 32.1 22.4 26.3 50.6 35.9
ly.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately 2024 16.3 37.6 252 28.0 49.5 359
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16
The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024 Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h % Children who: of th h
ose who ose who

Could bring can use a

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,

Have a a smartphone,

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | o who have

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | 9 who have martohon .
at home | to do digital | > P"O"€ | their own

at home | to do digital smartphone | - their own

tasks* smartphone tasks* smartphone
14 92.8 69.0 81.0 42.3 Boys 93.6 75.3 85.5 54.6
15 93.7 72.2 83.7 49.6 .
Girls 93.8 69.7 82.3 42.5
16 94.8 77.0 87.7 54.9
Al 93.7 72 4 83.9 485 All 93.7 72.4 83.9 48.5
Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone, Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference % children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024  activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024
% Children % Children i
. O, i . i
who did A)hcohll(:;n Of those who used social WO el Cz/h%ht(:;%n Of those who used social
any |Whou - - : any dia, % child h :
education-| any social media, % children who can: education-| any social (RECId, 6 CHEGIEIHONCAN
related | media in related | media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a activity in the Block/ | Make a
the |reference| report a | profile | Shange ref;reence reference | report a | profile (;:savcgfd
re:‘/\(/e;(;r;(ce week profile | private P week week profile | private |P
14 61.4 75.8 66.8 65.0 67.8 Boys 61.4 80.8 74.4 75.7 79.5
15 63.1 79.3 74.7 70.6 75.5 )
Girls 66.6 78.1 73.1 67.3 71.1
16 68.0 83.9 80.3 79.4 83.3
Al 64.0 79.4 73.8 715 75.4 Al 64.0 794 73.8 7.5 754

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM BROWSING FOR INFORMATION FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

First woman PMGDISHA Module 1

8:30 in the morning tomorrow President of India

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question: Search on the phone and tellme the name of | Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a

Quesfion: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the moming. the first woman President of India. friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Chifllelan vihe ceuld Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

bring a smartphone to .
" . Browsing for — . Of those who found
* Finding YouTube vid
e CIEE] EE S SN <1 IS information e R e video, % able to share it

i [ A | son [ ons | A1 | son o | A1 son | s

14 70.1 67.9 69.0 854 | 823 84.0 | 825 | 78.1 80.4 87.2 | 81.7 846 | 953 94.7 | 950
15 77.7 | 67.0 72.2 88.6 | 86.5 87.6 | 79.0 | 84.0 | 814 88.4 | 89.7 89.0 | 948 953 | 950
16 80.2 | 744 77.0 946 | 88.8 915 | 90.2 | 88.2 | 89.1 93.8 | 90.0 91.8 | 98.0 97.7 | 97.8
All 75.3 | 69.7 72.4 89.2 | 858 87.6 | 83.7 | 834 | 835 89.5 | 87.0 88.3 | 96.0 959 | 96.0

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time Table 17: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enroliment of 60 or less.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

53 85

Primary* 2022 2024
- - Primary 88.7 86.9 92.8
Upper primary or higher* S2 R Upper primary or higher I 46.1 ‘ 47.5 44.0
Total schools visited 376 529
. Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024
Table 16: Trends over time i :
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools observed sitting with |observed sitting with
! ! ! any other Std any other Std
Primary 2010 PAONKS] 2022 AL Primary 84.0 83.3
Upper primary or higher 72.3 67.0

% Enrolled children
present (Average) 78.3 77.3 80.2
Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)

% Teachers present 789 89 3 86.9 in classrooms. 2024

(Average)
TLM observed in Of those schools with

Upper primary or higher | 2010 2018 2022 2024 TLM, work done by
% Schools classroom (apart .

% Enrolled children o e E) StUdegltssgr'ZFg;Ved in
present (Average)

76.7 74.0 77.2

% Teachers present

(Average) 830 | 831 | 843 Primary 792 | 774

Upper primary or higher 75.4 73.3 72.5 73.8

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 773|822 | 84.2
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 86.3| 87.4 | 88.9
No facility for drinking water 36.6|23.6 | 19.1
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 89| 7.1 6.1
water Drinking water available 54.6| 69.3 | 74.8
Total 100| 100 | 100
No toilet facility 46| 1.9 1.9
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 225|253 | 16.3
Toilet useable 73.0/ 72.8 | 81.8
Total 100| 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 30.2|23.4 | 26.2
Girls" Separate provision but locked 741141 | 6.0
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 14.3] 95| 10.2
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 48.2| 53.1 | 57.6
Total 100| 100 | 100
No library 41.1|37.3 | 28.0
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 32.3/30.4 | 39.0
Library books being used by children on day of visit 26.6|32.3 | 33.0
Total 100| 100 | 100
Electricity connection 3121889 | 92.8

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit o °8.7183.5 | 819
No computer available for children to use 82.8|71.6 | 70.3
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit 12.6|16.6 | 14.5
Computer being used by children on day of visit 46/ 11.8 | 15.1
Total 100| 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
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Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one

directive from ieacheieceivedpuanialen Teaching . Nelglolel!
FLN . Received funds .
govt to Learning readiness

0,
% Schools implement FLN Material (TLM) 108 TLM lfor program held
— - for FLN FLN activities** for Std |
BIEIVTHES T Offline Online O -
Std -1/ 11l activities**
42.3 61.5

Received a Received

) Primary* 51.6 59.8 28.1 45.7
Current academic
year (2024-2025) . ) .
Upper primary or higher 54.2 43.0 66.3 52.1 20.2 51.4
i ) Primary 54.2 49.0 77.1 62.5 31.9 52.2
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) : :
Upper primary or higher 63.6 54.1 83.4 57.6 26.3 52.9
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed If not
distributed
% Schools e % Schools in all grades,
Al Some | grades/ then %
grades | grades don't schools where
know funds given
2022 91.7 6.0 2.4 100 2022 | 50.6 | 16.9 32.5 100
Primary Primary
2024 84.7 13.3 2.0 100 2024 | 46.3 9.5 44.2 100
. 2022 92.9 5.7 1.4 100 ) 2022 | 56.7 | 16.3 27.0 100 81.3
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024 88.1 10.7 1.2 100 2024 | 51.6 | 13.6 34.8 100 100.0

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

Upper primary or

. Primary
% Schools with
2018|2022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 553694 746!819

education for every class

Separate teacher 00| 24 42|27.2|55.0/|54.1

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 44.0 | 63.959.4 | 27.9| 23.5|32.7
education

teacher  |No teacher 56.0 | 33.7 [36.5 | 44.9| 21.5/13.3
Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100| 100| 100
Playground in the school 42.3|56.048.0 58.0| 60.2|62.0
Sports equipment available 54.7190.6 83.7|79.8| 88.4/92.3 = ¥ 3 =

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools.
By age group and sex.

Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.

2024 2006-2024
Age group and - - 0
Age 6-14: All 774 | 203 100 35
Age 7-16: All 766 | 207 | 08 | 20 | 100 30
Age 7-10: All 772 | 214 | 07 08 | 100 \\
Age 7-10: Boys 736 | 249 | 07 09 | 100 § 2 N
o

-10: Gi Z 20
Age 7-10: Girls 80.7 17.9 0.7 0.7 100 5 g
Age 11-14: All 773 | 202 | 07 18 | 100 2 s /\\\\
Age 11-14: Boys 730 | 245 | 08 1.7 | 100 " ;\ \\\
Age 11-14: Girls 814 | 161 | 07 1.9 | 100 NN\
Age 15-16: All 724 | 201 | 10 66 | 100 5 \—’
Age 15-16: Boys 701 | 219 | 08 72 | 100 —
Age 15-16: Gis a6 | 183 | 11 s0 | 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS.
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

% Children

86.9 86.1 853 89.2 86.0
81.1 82.1 813 82.7 78.9 )
729
Boys Girls Boys Girls
Std -V Std VI-VIII
M 2018 [ 2022 W 2024

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022

Pre-school

Anganwadi

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

68.2
68.1
359
7.7
1.5
0.8

2.4 4.1
29 | 111
50 | 16.5
20 | 111
0.8 6.8
0.5 3.0

2.2
5.2
32.8
66.9
77.5
78.6

0.2
1.2
3.2
7.9
11.4
15.3

0.0
0.2
0.5
0.4
0.4
0.3

Not in

pre-

school | Total
or

school

23.0 | 100

11.5 | 100
6.2 | 100
4.0 | 100
1.7 | 100
1.6 | 100

M 11-14Boys [ 11-14 Girls [ 15-16 Boys [ 15-16 Girls

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

Pre-school

75.3 0.9
64.9 1.7
36.7 4.3
14.3 2.5
3.7 1.3
1.3 0.7

Govt

3.8
7.9
24.6
52.6
67.8
70.4

Pvt

0.9
1.9
5.0
9.3
14.0
21.1

Other

0.2
0.1
0.3
0.8
0.4
0.8

Not in
pre-

school | Total

or
school

12.3
8.5
5.3
2.9
1.0
0.8

100
100
100
100
100
100
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

St Not even | | otyer Word Std | std Total
letter level text|level text
| 37.6 35.5 15.8 6.1 5.0 100
[ 17.2 38.9 20.1 12.6 111 100
[ 10.0 26.8 24.2 19.3 19.6 100
\% 5.8 18.8 21.8 22.3 31.3 100
\Y 4.0 14.1 15.8 20.8 45.3 100
i 3.0 10.1 11.9 22.9 52.0 100
VI 1.4 8.2 89 18.7 62.8 100
VIl 2.0 6.0 7.7 14.9 69.5 100

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std Ill, 10%
cannot even read letters, 26.8% can read letters but not words or higher,
24.2% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 19.3% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 19.6% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std Ill. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 8.7 38.5 14.2 children in Std Ill who can
read a Std Il level text. This
Zile 10.7 44.7 16.2 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 11.0 47.0 18.7 level” reading for Std IllI.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 9.5 42.4 143 government schools and
2024 141 38.9 193 private schools is shown

tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024

100
90
80
70 638 67.8 65.9
60 —
50 441
40 357
30 —

20.3 18.9
20 : 13.0 [

M | IR t i
07 I I I

Boys Girls Boys Girls

% Children

Boys Girls

Std lil Std vV Std Vil

2022 [ 2024
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Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIIIl who
can read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt Bo Govt Pvt
Pvt*

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

2014 29.1 64.0 344 68.2 84.9 70.4
2016 31.4 64.9 36.3 66.1 80.9 67.7
2018 29.4 63.5 343 64.4 79.2 66.6
2022 31.6 66.5 35.6 62.7 85.2 65.1
2024 40.3 68.2 453 66.5 85.5 69.5

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024
Not even [Recognise numbers oF
Subtract| Divide
11-99 — —
| 312 375 | 214 6.5 35 | 100 i e iad -
I 12.1 377 | 314 | 138 51 | 100 [+ (&1 | s o T
[ 6.5 27.3 34.5 20.6 1.1 100
v 37 | 181 | 326 | 255 | 201 | 100 |7 | om 17
v 28 | 124 | 303 | 241 | 304 | 100 E2IER — DT
VI 1.7 8.9 27.6 26.9 35.0 100 | 55 | | 28 | a2 B4
Vil 1.0 73 | 228 | 245 | 445 | 100 El =78 -OF §yoes(
Vil 1.0 4.9 20.3 22.9 50.9 100 El El
The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in ﬁ ﬁ
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in IIIE' | 38 | | 2T | = -_— I-s!-ﬂ'i
Std I, 6.5% cannot even recognise numbers from 1to 9, 27.3% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 34.5% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 20.6% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 11.1% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.
Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std Ill. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIil. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std Il who can 3 : : . .
. % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIl who
do at least subtraction In most states, chlIdrgn are o o s ° do divis
expected to do 2-digit by 2- o division can do division
digit subtraction with
2014 12.1 51.9 195 shows the proportion of V
' ' ' children in Std Ill who can 2014 176 | 427 | 214 | 480 71.0 | 51.0
2016 13.4 55.6 20.3 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 20.0 441 23.6 42.3 49.3 43.0
2018 14.8 50.9 22.6 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data
2022 16.3 £9 1 226 ;(gvz?:(r::;]ti,;o;gz iar;d 2018 15.6 39.6 19.0 42.2 57.0 44 .4
2024 246 584 318 private schools is shown 2022 20.8 52.7 24.5 43.2 63.1 45.3
tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in R 2024 255 52.3 303 47.2 70.7 50.9
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024

100
90
80
70
60 526
50 467 442
40
30 27.0
20
0
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Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024

14
15
16
All

Have a

smartphone
at home

85.5
84.3
85.4
85.1

smartphone
to do digital
tasks*

a

58.7
63.2
65.2
62.0

% Children who:

Could bring

Can use a
smartphone

73.3
79.2
78.7
76.8

Of those who
can use a
smartphone,
% who have
their own
smartphone

28.3
35.4
42.1
34.7

Boys
Girls

All

Have a

Could bring

a

smartphone | smartphone

at home

87.8

82.5

85.1

to do digital
tasks*

65.1

59.0

62.0

Can use a
smartphone

79.2
74.5

76.8

Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who:

Of those who

can use a
smartphone,

% who have
their own

smartphone

39.8

29.4

347

Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024

% Children % Child
who did \;.vho |us(r;n Of those who used social
Y . media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a
fthe reference| report a | profile Changed
reference | \yeek Brofile i passwor
week
14 62.8 67.2 58.4 47 .4 48.3
15 63.0 69.6 67.6 59.2 58.2
16 64.7 74.4 73.5 65.4 63.8
All 63.4 70.0 66.0 56.8 56.3

Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024

% Children .
who did |% Children

Of those who used social
who used

&ngy ) media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a e
fthe reference| report a | profile anged
rererencet veek profile private passwor
week
Boys 63.3 71.4 71.2 62.8 65.6
Girls 63.5 68.6 60.7 50.5 46.5
All 63.4 70.0 66.0 56.8 56.3

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM
P gag 8:30 ol

Question: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the morning.

BROWSING FOR INFORMATION

YR P ggell Afen Iecufa

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of
the first woman President of India.

FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

PMGDISHA Module 1
(f.7a.h.feem Aisga 1)

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a
friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Children who could
bring a smartphone to

do digital tasks*

14 61.4 | 558 58.7 74.5 64.6 69.9
15 67.0 | 59.4 63.2 82.0 | 71.0 76.9
16 68.3 | 62.7 65.2 853 | 69.4 76.9
All 65.1 59.0 62.0 80.0 | 68.2 74.3

82.1
86.1
87.4
84.9

Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

Setting an alarm Browsing ifor Finding YouTube video
mformatlon video,

Of those who found
% able to share it

75.6 79.0 90.7 85.6 88.3 | 93.8 88.2 | 912
83.4 | 848 92.5 | 893 91.0 | 95.1 91.8 | 93.7
80.5 | 83.8 93.8 | 87.0 90.2 | 95.8 928 | 943
79.7 | 824 92.2 | 87.2 89.8 | 948 90.9 | 93.0

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time Table 17: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enroliment of 60 or less.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024
2010 2018 2022
Primary* 188 228 223 205 Primary 20.0 50.9 2 202
Upper primary or higher* 359 446 454 466 Upper primary or higher 12 | 25 ‘ 27 g
Total schools visited 547 674 677 671
. Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024

Table 16: Trends over time i :
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools observed sitting with |observed sitting with

any other Std any other Std
‘ 88.2

73.6

Primary 89.1
Upper primary or higher 741

Primary

% Enrolled children
present (Average) 62.3 65.5 70.7 74.8

Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)

% Teachers present 89.4 9.0 95 3 90.2 in classrooms. 2024

(Average)
TLM observed in Of those schools with

Upper primary or higher | 2010 2018 TLM, work done by
% Seloslk classroom (apart .

% Enrolled children o e E) StUdefglt;SSr'ZFg;Ved in
present (Average)

58.7 60.1 62.0 66.4

% Teachers present 318 89.7 90.8 86.2 Primary 83.0 82.1 69.2 71.3
(Average) i ' ' ’ Upper primary or higher 83.2 83.3 72.6 74.3

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Schools with 2010 2018 | 2022 | 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 92.6 | 79.0/ 89.4 | 953
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 73.5 | 88.7| 84.8 | 88.9
No facility for drinking water 158 | 6.6/ 66| 6.6
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 104 | 109|113 | 6.7
water Drinking water available 73.8 | 82.6| 82.1 | 86.7
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 180 24| 28 1.1
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 55.2 | 22.7| 215 | 209
Toilet useable 26.8 | 749|757 | 78.0
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 29.7| 56| 55| 3.2
Girls" Separate provision but locked 246 | 86| 37| 63
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 24.8 | 13.3/18.0 | 15.0
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 209 | 725|728 | 75.5
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No library 3841 129|13.8 | 13.7
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 33.2 | 36.6| 27.1 | 32.8
Library books being used by children on day of visit 28.4 | 50.5|59.1 | 53.5
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 7841924 | 96.4

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit o °6.3|73.1 | 86.1
No computer available for children to use 93.0| 934|915 | 67.1
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 2.9 | 55| 6.6 | 17.2
Computer being used by children on day of visit 4.1 1.1] 2.0 | 157
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.

Annual Status of Education Report 2024 | 133



Jharkhand ruraL 000

Facilitated by PRATHAM

Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one

directive from G (e TRl e Teaching . School
FLN : Received funds .
govt to Learning readiness

0,
% Schools implement FLN Material (TLM) 108 TLM lfor program held
— - for FLN FLN activities** for Std |
BIEIVTHES T Offline Online O -
Std -1/ 11l activities**
68.6 51.3

Received a Received

) Primary* 85.1 85.6 36.0 55.2
Current academic
year (2024-2025) . ) .
Upper primary or higher 83.9 71.3 56.9 78.8 349 57.7
i ) Primary 91.5 84.9 67.3 90.0 43.2 57.3
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) : :
Upper primary or higher 92.6 89.7 78.3 87.3 41.3 61.3
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed If not
distributed
% Schools e % Schools in all grades,
Al Some | grades/ then %
grades | grades don't schools where
know funds given
2022 94.6 4.0 1.4 100 2022 | 404 | 164 | 432 100
Primary Primary
2024 93.6 5.9 0.5 100 2024 | 59.5 | 30.7 9.8 100
. 2022 94.9 4.6 0.4 100 ) 2022 | 409 | 20.1 39.0 100 455
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024 97.4 2.6 0.0 100 2024 | 60.1 28.2 11.7 100 455

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

Upper primary or

. Primary
% Schools with
2018|2022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 655|785 738|864

education for every class

Separate teacher 27| 19 46| 53| 59/13.1

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 56.5|49.5|61.6 | 66.4| 63.4|65.9
education

teacher  |No teacher 40.8 | 48.6 (33.8 | 28.3| 30.6|21.0

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100| 100| 100
Playground in the school 35.5/36.237.1 |41.0| 46.8|48.1
Sports equipment available 58.2 | 72.4/84.8|72.3| 83.1/90.3

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 30 OUT OF 30 DISTRICTS
Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Annual Status of Education Report
ASER 3
M

Facilitated by PRATHA

School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools. Chart 1: Trends over time

By age group and sex.

% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.

2024 2006-2024
Age group and -~ - 40
Age 6-14: All 71.1 28.5 100 35
Age 7-16: All 70.8 28.5 0.1 0.6 100 30
Age 7-10: All 69.7 30.0 0.1 0.1 100
Age 7-10: Boys 66.9 32.7 0.2 0.2 100 g =
o
-10: Gi = 20

Age 7-10: Girls 72.4 27.5 0.0 0.1 100 5 \\
Age 11-14: All 72.9 26.7 0.0 0.5 100 3 _—N

15 S
Age 11-14: Boys 69.5 29.9 0.0 0.5 100 —

10
Age 11-14: Girls 75.9 23.7 0.0 0.4 100 N
Age 15-16: Al 67.8 293 0.1 2.8 100 5 \\
Age 15-16: Boys 67.2 293 0.1 3.3 100 1 P
Age 15-16: Girls 633 293 0.0 24 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS. [ RERP Boys 11-14 Girls [l 15-16 Boys 15-16 Girls

‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

% Children

786 o 792795 oo,
38 1 731 340 708
637
Boys Girls Boys Girls
Std -V Std VI-VIII
M 2018 2022 MW 2024

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-

schools and schools. By age. 2022

Pre-school

Anganwadi

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

88.3
79.7
55.5
10.6
0.2
0.1

0.5 5.5
1.7 | 17.7
3.4 | 347
1.2 | 144
0.4 1.2
0.0 0.0

0.0
0.0
4.5
53.4
71.8
75.1

0.0
0.0
1.8
20.1
26.1
24.5

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Not in
pre-
elglolel!
or
elglolel!
0.0 5.7
0.0 0.9
0.0 0.1
0.1 0.2
0.2 0.1
0.2 0.0

Pre-school Not in

pre-
Total school | Total

or

school
100 Age 3 85.8 1.5 53 0.1 0.2 | 0.0 7.1 1100
100 Age 4 76.6 3.4 | 17.9 04| 02| 00 1.6 | 100
100 Age 5 48.7 7.0 37.7 3.0 3.0 0.0 0.7 | 100
100 Age 6 12.8 2.7 | 194 | 43.7 | 20.8 | 0.0 0.7 | 100
100 Age 7 0.4 0.2 0.9 | 63.1 | 35.3 0.1 0.0 | 100
100 Age 8 0.1 0.1 0.0 | 682 | 314 | 0.1 0.1 | 100
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Facilitated by PRATHA

Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

Reading tool

std  |Noteveni | atter Word Std | std Total
letter level text|level text
| 32.7 39.8 21.8 4.6 1.1 100
I 14.4 31.4 36.2 12.4 5.6 100
[ 7.1 19.3 36.2 21.5 15.9 100
\% 4.4 12.6 30.4 27.5 25.1 100
\Y 3.0 10.8 21.9 30.3 34.0 100
i 3.0 6.0 17.6 30.9 42.5 100
VI 1.3 4.8 15.2 26.7 52.1 100
VIl 1.2 3.7 11.2 21.8 62.1 100

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
7.1% cannot even read letters, 19.3% can read letters but not words or higher,
36.2% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 21.5% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 15.9% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std Ill. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

St 1l lewel Saxt St | bl temsct
e mantelgy oo w0 e cor syl sach s Sl
rog, moe e ddeE aos moch &w oorky dead oe Land
Phbistnich, ety ook rog, meow wio oow edey =ech
mwria cielsmlrt waiel wg neoch B Emciirdordaon domod daoe
el e o) ot sslolet, el i dnekcon mal
My T s coddsy Friobo
- e T Letters Words
Pl rlag swdels, il mct ey,
Alael rgg mab doeh meon ol g 2 ® || L
vicherifry slewal, wri cebest aais e Sl
T T g S
ot lch whjy, A, sty d = d il Anees
Bl © o dro [

Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIl who
can read Std Il level text

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt Govt & Govt Pvt
Pvt*

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 16.4 23.3 18.4 children in Std Ill who can
read a Std Il level text. This
il 19.0 22.1 19.8 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 19.4 19.0 193 level” reading for Std IllI.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 7.7 1.7 8.6 government schools and
2024 15.4 17.2 15.9 private schools is shown

separately.

2014 45.7 53.5 47.3 70.1 72.2 70.6
2016 41.9 42.8 421 69.7 71.2 70.1
2018 47.6 41.8 46.1 70.1 71.5 70.5
2022 29.2 34.1 30.2 58.7 63.3 59.9
2024 32.8 37.8 34.1 60.3 66.5 62.1

*This is the weighted average for children in

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
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20
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57.7
532
34 3735 —
18.4 || || | ]
133
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*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024

Not even [Recognise numbers

Subtract| Divide

| 26.3 35.8 35.0 2.6 0.3 100 eeet 11 Bsci 98

I 9.7 25.6 53.2 10.5 1.0 100
[a][7]
i 4.8 16.3 53.0 2.4 3.5 100
a4 T3
v 29 91 | 457 | 296 | 126 | 100 92 | |23 || 48 .28
v 15 72 | 395 | 309 | 209 | 100 ERER o
i 1.6 4.0 34.8 32.0 27.7 100 | 47 | | T2 | 568 M

vi 0.8 34 | 319 | 292 | 349 | 100 e ]l 2| =3 =13 | Haerq
Vil 0.6 18 | 304 | 204 | 379 | 100

The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in

children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in | 5 ” 8 | - - 18 - 24 "'iﬂii
Std I, 4.8% cannot even recognise numbers from 1to 9, 16.3% can recognise |_ ] | " |

numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 53% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 22.4% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 3.5% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std lll. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std Il vvho G [ — % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIII who
800 el ulareibion expected to do 2-digit by 2- do division can do division
digit subtraction with
borrowing by Std II. Table 8
2014 219 382 264 shows the proportion of
: : : children in Std Ill who can 2014 16.7 332 202 349 433 37.0
2016 255 38.7 28.9 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 17.2 28.1 19.7 39.9 49.2 42.2
2018 235 32.8 264 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data
3055 e —y 799 for children enrolled in 2018 19.6 23.0 20.5 36.1 47.4 39.0
: ’ : government schools and
2024 239 311 259 e 2022 12.0 17.9 13.3 334 43.4 36.0
tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in SR 2024 19.3 256 20.9 357 433 37.9
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

T e g

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024 Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h % Children who: oOf th h
ose who a3 Wile

Could bring can use a

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,

Have a a smartphone,

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | o who have

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | 9 who have martohon .
at home | to do digital [>T P"O"€ | their own

at home | to do digital smartphone | - their own

tasks* smartphone tasks* smartphone
14 93.9 63.0 76.0 26.0 Boys 945 68.9 81.5 28.1
15 94.4 70.6 83.2 25.2 .
Girls 94.5 68.1 80.1 24.5
16 95.5 75.4 86.1 27.7
Al 945 68.4 30.8 96,2 All 94.5 68.4 80.8 26.2
Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone, Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference % children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024  activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024
% Children % Children|
. 0, 1 . i
who did A)hcohll(:;:n Of those who used social WD el ah%ht(:;%n Of those who used social
any jwhou - - : any dia, % child h :
education-| any social media, % children who can: education-| any social Media, 7o CAIArEN Who can
related | media in related | media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a activity in the Block/ | Make a
the |reference| report a | profile | Shange refet?r:nce reference | report a | profile Ca:savcgred
re:‘/\(/e;(;r;(ce week profile | private PR week week profile | private |P
14 62.3 68.3 46.8 45.6 48.0 Boys 62.1 72.2 55.3 54.0 56.2
15 64.4 70.6 53.7 48.6 52.1 .
Girls 66.4 69.2 49.5 449 47.8
16 67.7 74.4 58.5 55.3 57.0
Al 64.4 70.6 573 492 518 All 64.4 70.6 52.3 49.2 51.8

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM BROWSING FOR INFORMATION FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO
¢ 3¢ 8:30 RouR 0SS FATO DL BB PMGDISHA Module 1
=

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question: Search on the phone and tellme the name of | Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a

Quesfion: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the moming. the first woman President of India. friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Chifllelan vihe @eulid Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

bring a smartphone to ;
- : Browsing for S ‘ Of those who found
* Finding YouTube vid
¢ CIEE] EES SSRGS Sl information L LR v video, % able to share it

G | | son [ ons | A1 | son [ | A1 | son G

14 63.7 | 62.4 63.0 80.8 | 80.8 80.8 | 72.0 | 732 | 727 76.9 | 80.3 787 | 914 929 | 922
15 709 | 70.4 70.6 842 | 83.0 83.6 | 745 | 784 | 76.6 846 | 83.6 84.1 92.8 934 | 93.1
16 753 | 754 75.4 859 | 854 856 | 776 | 81.9 | 79.9 843 | 834 83.8 | 936 95.2 | 945
All 68.9 | 68.1 68.4 833 | 827 83.0 | 743 | 77.2 | 75.9 814 | 822 81.9 | 925 93.7 | 93.2

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time Table 17: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

‘ 2010 2018 2022 2024

Primary* 113 134 139 130 Primar 84.6 83.5 87.8 83.1

- - imary . ; . .
Upper primary or higher*| 656 714 o7 el Upper primary or higher 6.3 155 | 17.9 22.9
Total schools visited 769 848 812 827

. Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024
Table 16: Trends over time

Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools observed sitting with [observed sitting with
! ! ! any other Std any other Std
Primary Primary
% Enrolled children Upper primary or higher 77.9 78.3
oresent (Average) 817 | 900 | 894 89.2

Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)

% Teachers present 929 896 937 938 in classrooms. 2024

(Average)
Of those schools with
TLM, work done by
students displayed in
classroom

TLM observed in
% Schools classroom (apart

Upper primary or higher ‘ 2010 2018 2022

% Enrolled children
present (Average)

70.9 83.1 87.1 86.5 e im0 &)

% Teachers present

Primary 93.8 93.4 93.2 92.0
(Average) 88.9 89.9 924 88.7

Upper primary or higher 95.5 94.4 88.8 88.1

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Schools with 201012018 | 2022 | 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 96.0 | 97.5|/ 99.6 | 99.3
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 929 93.0]92.4 | 925
No facility for drinking water 17.3 | 134|229 | 23.7
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 70| 99| 93| 95
water Drinking water available 75.8 | 76.8| 67.8 | 66.8
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 56| 33| 45| 37
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 56.0 | 25.9| 24.2 | 15.7
Toilet useable 38.4|70.8|71.4 | 80.7
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 182 76| 85| 6.5
Girls" Separate provision but locked 31.1] 188|105 | 4.9
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 189 | 711141 ]11.0
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 31.8 | 66.4|67.0 | 77.7
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No library 7.6117.0|17.4 | 105
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 27.6 | 46.8| 30.8 | 33.3
Library books being used by children on day of visit 64.8 | 36.1| 51.9 | 56.3
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 95.3(97.8 | 974

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit ' 87.5190.6 | 94.5
No computer available for children to use 70.6 | 58.2| 67.6 | 64.2
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 16.0 | 31.9| 21.5 | 22.1
Computer being used by children on day of visit 134 | 9.9(109 | 13.8
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

. At least one .
Received a teach ved traini Received
directive from | ‘cacher receved training on Teaching . Neglele]
FLN . Received funds ;
govt to Learning readiness
% Schools : ; for TLM for
implement FLN Material (TLM) " program held
" : FLN activities**
activities with . for FLN for Std |
Offline o
Std I-l1 /11 activities**
) Primary* 89.2 72.3 67.2 59.4 30.5 86.6
Current academic
year (2024-2025) ) ) N
Upper primary or higher 88.9 71.6 67.5 65.9 36.2 90.5
i . Primary 80.5 69.1 71.3 53.5 26.2 84.6
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) : .
Upper primary or higher 79.0 65.5 69.3 62.2 38.8 87.3
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed If not
distributed
% Schools o % Schools in all grades,
grades/ then %
don't schools where
know funds given
2022 97.8 1.4 0.7 100 2022 | 76.1 18.1 5.8 100
Primary Primary
2024 96.2 3.9 0.0 100 2024 | 96.9 3.1 0.0 100
) 2022 96.4 3.6 0.0 100 . 2022 | 75.0 15.6 9.5 100 3.6
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024 97.4 2.6 0.0 100 2024 | 95.4 4.6 0.0 100

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

Upper primary or

: Primary
% Schools with
20182022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 597|646 803|865

education for every class

Separate teacher 16| 29| 23|423|36.2|25.1

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 63.0 | 55.8 |57.4 | 44.7 | 45.1|58.4
education

teacher No teacher 35.4141.3|40.3|13.0| 18.7|16.5

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100| 100| 100
Playground in the school 52.2|62.6|58.1|83.9|81.8(82.0
Sports equipment available 51.9|56.5|55.0|76.4|76.4|70.2

*Primary schools offer Std I-I\V/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIVIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools.
By age group and sex.

Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.

2024 2006-2024
IR

Age 6-14: All 445 | 540 | 15 100 35

Age 7-16: All 466 | 518 | 15 0.1 100 30

Age 7-10: All 425 | 559 | 16 0.1 100

Age 7-10: Boys 431 | 554 | 14 0.1 100 g %°

Age 7-10: Girls 418 | 564 | 1.8 0.1 100 % 20

Age 11-14: Al 476 | 508 | 16 0.1 100 R 15

Age 11-14: Boys 477 | 505 | 1.7 0.1 100

Age 11-14: Girls 475 | 510 | 15 0.1 100 10

Age 15-16: Al 554 | 43.0 | 1.3 03 100 5

Age 15-16: Boys 571 | 415 | 1.0 0.4 100 0 - —— -
Age 15-16: Girls 38 | 445 | 16 02 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS.
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024
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Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022

M 11-14 Boys

11-14 Girls [ 15-16 Boys

15-16 Girls

| [

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Pre-school Not in Pre-school Not in

pre- pre-
school | Total school | Total

Anganwadi or or

elglolel! school
Age 3 60.4 3.2 5.8 08| 03| 0.0 | 29.7 | 100 Age 3 68.7 3.4 8.6 02| 04| 0.0 | 188 | 100
Age 4 32.8 21.2 37.5 1.1 0.4 0.0 6.9 | 100 Age 4 24.4 15.5 54.9 0.4 1.1 0.0 3.7 | 100
Age 5 4.3 28.7 54.2 8.0 4.1 0.1 0.7 | 100 Age 5 2.7 23.8 64.5 5.2 3.0 0.2 0.7 | 100
Age 6 1.0 7.4 | 123 | 483 | 30.8 | 0.1 0.1 | 100 Age 6 0.5 6.4 | 216 | 27.2 | 440 | 04 0.0 | 100
Age 7 0.1 0.2 1.1 57.9 | 40.2 0.5 0.0 | 100 Age 7 0.0 0.5 16 | 40.8 | 55.8 1.4 0.0 | 100
Age 8 0.0 0.0 0.1 | 59.3 | 40.1 | 0.4 0.1 | 100 Age 8 0.0 0.1 0.3 | 428 | 550 | 1.6 0.2 | 100
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

St Not even| | oiter Word Std | std Total
letter level text|level text
| 12.9 41.1 33.5 8.5 4.1 100
I 5.1 19.1 28.7 25.7 21.5 100
[ 1.9 9.3 20.5 22.7 45.6 100
\% 2.8 6.5 12.7 21.6 56.4 100
\Y 1.4 5.0 9.5 18.1 66.0 100
i 1.1 3.6 7.1 19.2 69.0 100
VI 0.9 3.4 53 11.0 79.4 100
VIl 0.4 1.8 3.7 9.7 84.5 100

Reading tool

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
1.9% cannot even read letters, 9.3% can read letters but not words or higher,
20.5% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 22.7% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 45.6% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std IIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 36.6 40.3 39.0 children in Std Ill who can
read a Std Il level text. This
il 38.0 51.5 45.7 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 43.4 60.2 52.1 level” reading for Std IllI.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 31.6 49.8 38.7 government schools and
2024 44.4 473 46.0 private schools is shown

tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIl who
can read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt GOt & Govt Pvt
Pvt*

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

2014 61.3 70.7 66.6 89.2 88.1 88.5
2016 63.3 74.5 69.4 83.0 87.7 85.3
2018 73.3 81.8 77.6 87.0 89.1
2022 61.9 69.6 64.7 81.8 87.8 83.7
2024 58.2 71.7 65.8 82.0 87.2 84.5

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024

Not even [Recognise numbers

Subtract| Divide

I 8.2 29.2 59.8 1.7 1.1 100

I 2.6 9.0 72.9 14.9 0.6 100
L*] e
Il 0.9 3.6 63.0 30.1 2.5 100

ST, a4 T3
v 1.0 25 | 429 | 438 98 | 100 | 9z | | 22 | .48 -6
v 0.7 15 | 436 | 328 | 213 | 100 N RN i
vi 1.0 14 | 400 | 266 | 311 100 . | il | | T2 | 58 3]

-
[

VI 0.5 0.7 37.7 211 40.0 100

Vil 03 05 | 327 | 284 | 382 | 100

* |

The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in

children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in | 5 ” 8 | - 18 - 24 "'iﬁ"i
Std 1ll, 0.9% cannot even recognise numbers from 1 to 9, 3.6% can recognise | 28 | | " |

numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 63% can

recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 30.1% can do subtraction

but cannot do division, and 2.5% can do division. For each grade, the total of

these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time

Arithmetic in Std lll. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.

2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Il who can
do at least subtraction

7 ek siaies, diildian ae % Children in‘ Std V who can| % Children in Std VIl who
expected to do 2-digit by 2- do division can do division

digit subtraction with
borrowing by Std II. Table 8

2014 36.0 51.7 46.1 shows the proportion of

' ' ' children in Std lll who can 2014 256 | 497 | 393 | 522 | 643 | 594

2016 35.9 53.2 457 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 27.1 48.5 38.7 491 57.8 53.2

2018 44.3 52.4 48.5 arithmetic for Std il. Data
2022 0.7 477 386 ;(gvz?:(:gsztir;;o;gg iar;d 2018 333 52.5 43.0 433 51.8
2024 26.9 373 326 private schools is shown 2022 20.2 38.2 26.6 39.9 543 44.4

tely.

*This is the weighted average for children in Separately 2024 12.4 27.6 21.0 31.0 46.2 385
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h
ose who

Could bring Cantusefa
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone srcnzr;tu;i:e % who have
at home | to do digital P their own
tasks* smartphone
14 98.9 84.9 95.9 249
15 99.1 91.2 98.2 29.3
16 99.4 92.6 98.1 34.6
All 99.1 89.1 97.3 29.1

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,
smartphone | smartphone Cantu;e a1 % who have
at home | to do digital [>T P"O"€ | their own
tasks* smartphone
Boys 99.0 89.4 97.2 33.4
Girls 99.2 88.9 97.3 253
All 99.1 89.1 97.3 29.1

Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024

% Children % Child
who did \:vho IUS;ZH Of those who used social
Y . media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a
fthe reference | report a | profile Changed
reference | \yeek BrSfile i passwor
week
14 78.8 87.6 78.5 71.6 72.8
15 84.8 92.3 86.1 83.7 83.1
16 84.2 93.9 89.8 88.9 87.7
All 82.4 90.9 84.4 80.6 80.5

Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024

% Children I :
who did |% hChI|dl‘%ﬂ Of those who used social
eIy Who use media, % children who can:
education-| any social
related media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a e
fthe reference| report a | profile anged
revsézrwkce week profile private passwor
Boys 76.8 91.0 84.8 82.3 83.9
Girls 87.2 90.8 83.9 79.2 77.7
All 82.4 90.9 84.4 80.6 80.5

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM

moeg @dfleel 8.30

Question: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the morning.

BROWSING FOR INFORMATION

HANIWINS @1Y)BL6) D)
AUMI@®9 @IaH(Sal®]

Question: Search on the phone and tell me the name of
the first woman President of India.

FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

PMGDISHA Module 1

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a
friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Children who could
bring a smartphone to

do digital tasks*

14 86.2 | 83.6 84.9 926 | 91.3 92.0
15 89.7 | 925 91.2 94.7 | 96.0 95.4
16 939 | 915 92.6 979 | 979 97.9
All 89.4 | 88.9 89.1 948 | 94.9 94.8

85.3
83.0
86.9
84.9

Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

: Browsing for o .
Finding YouTube video | . .
Settlng - alarm Vldeo, % able to Share it

Of those who found

s | | s s | w1 son | o

88.8 | 87.0 98.0 | 974 97.7 | 98.9 99.8 | 993
89.8 | 86.7 97.1 99.2 98.3 | 100.0 995 | 99.7
89.4 | 88.2 98.3 | 99.6 99.0 | 994 | 996 | 995
89.3 | 87.2 97.8 | 98.7 983 | 994 | 996 | 99.5

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about

schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Primary* 176 138 194 190
Upper primary or higher* 99 141 218 168
Total schools visited 275 279 412 358

Table 16: Trends over time

Table 17: Trends over time
% Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

2022 2024
Primary 29.0 37.2 28.7 41.4
Upper primary or higher 4.1 10.9 5.1 13.5

Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024

Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Schools

Primary

Std | child

observed sitting with

any other Std
5.9

Std Il children
observed sitting with
any other Std

Primary 2010 PAONRS] 2022 2024
% Enrolled children

present (Average) 93.1 82.7 83.5 84.0
% Teachers present 94.0 85 8 Sor T

(Average)

6.3

Upper primary or higher ‘ 5.6 ‘

Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)
in classrooms. 2024

Upper primary or higher | 2010 2018 2022 2024

% Enrolled children

% Schools

TLM observed in
classroom (apart

from textbooks)

Of those schools with
TLM, work done by
students displayed in

present (Average) 91.2 83.8 82.7 85.6 classroom
% Teachers present Primary 96.8 95.1 96.6 95.9
— 90.2 84.1 89.5 88.4 . .

Upper primary or higher 92.6 91.7 95.3 97.2

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Schools with 2010|2018 | 2022 | 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 100.0 | 96.11 92.6 | 89.9
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 98.1 ] 99.2|99.3 | 99.4
No facility for drinking water 26| 22| 32| 66
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 11.7 | 44.9| 44.2 | 36.1
water Drinking water available 85.7 | 52.9| 52.7 | 57.3
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No toilet facility 04| 00| 02| 0.0
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 414 | 10.6|27.4 | 144
Toilet useable 58.2 |1 89.4|72.3 | 85.6
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 5.1 33| 1.2 25
Girls" Separate provision but locked 87| 85|256 | 93
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 423 | 48| 34| 56
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 439 | 83.4| 69.8 | 82.5
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No library 16.9 1 10.0| 15.1 | 12.3
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 20.7 | 59.5| 71.1 | 67.1
Library books being used by children on day of visit 62.4 | 30.5|13.9 | 20.6
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
Electricity connection 99.6 [100.0 | 97.4

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit ' 96.1196.3 1950
No computer available for children to use 17.2 | 24.6| 27.0 | 29.8
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 16.1 | 52.9| 53.1 | 55.3
Computer being used by children on day of visit 66.7 | 22.4|19.9 | 149
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
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Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one

directive from iecheqisceiediuanivalen Teaching . Nelglole]!
FLN : Received funds ;
govt to Learning readiness

0,
% Schools implement FLN Material (TLM) for TLM lfor program held
= - for FLN FLN activities** for Std |
SICIVIHES Offline Online ort o
Std -1 /11l activities**
16.0 6.0

Received a Received

) Primary* 241 28.7 9.8 34.6
Current academic
year (2024-2025) ) ) N
Upper primary or higher 27.0 24.7 9.3 22.9 14.7 34.2
. . Primary 25.1 16.3 7.2 31.9 22.0 34.2
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) . .
Upper primary or higher 27.9 23.9 10.1 27.3 25.5 32.1
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed If not
distributed
% Schools o % Schools in all grades,
All Some | grades/ then %
grades | grades don’t schools where
know funds given
2022 97.4 0.5 2.1 100 2022 | 96.4 1.0 2.6 100
Primary Primary
2024 97.9 2.1 0.0 100 2024 | 94.2 3.2 2.6 100
) 2022 95.9 3.2 0.9 100 . 2022 | 86.2 3.7 10.1 100
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024 98.8 1.2 0.0 100 2024 | 90.4 5.4 4.2 100

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

Upper primary or

: Primary
% Schools with
20182022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 78.8 884 927|088

education for every class

Separate teacher |14.8| 53| 4.3|62.0|38.9|34.1

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 54.1 | 49.5 |47.1 |27.0| 32.9|35.9
education

teacher  |No teacher 31.1(45.3(48.7 [11.0| 28.2(29.9

Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100 100| 100
Playground in the school 66.7 | 68.4|77.171.2| 80.7|86.5
Sports equipment available 56.0|63.9|61.0|75.5|77.5/64.2

*Primary schools offer Std I-I\V/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIVIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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School enrollment

Chart 1: Trends over time

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools.
% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.

By age group and sex.

2024 2006-2024

Age group and -~ - 40

Age 6-14: All 66.9 30.5 100 35

Age 7-16: All 67.0 28.8 0.1 4.2 100 30

Age 7-10: All 65.4 32.7 0.1 1.9 100

Age 7-10: Boys 61.0 37.4 0.1 1.6 100 g =

. 2 P
Age 7-10: Girls 69.8 27.9 0.1 2.2 100 S 20 ’ 4 \
Age 11-14: All 69.1 27.7 0.1 3.2 100 ET \\ N\
N~ N\

Age 11-14: Boys 65.5 31.9 0.1 2.5 100 fo—
10

Age 11-14: Girls 72.5 23.6 0.1 3.8 100

Age 15-16: All 65.5 20.1 0.1 14.3 100 50 =

Age 15-16: Boys 63.4 243 0.1 12.2 100 \r_’r_

Age 15-16: Girls 67.4 16.4 02 16.1 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2022 2024

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS. [ RERP Boys 11-14 Girls [l 15-16 Boys 15-16 Girls

‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024
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Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022

Pre-school

Anganwadi

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

81.0
67.3
30.8
7.3
1.5
0.8

0.6 7.4
0.8 | 183
0.5 | 20.7
0.4 8.9
0.2 2.8
0.0 1.1

0.7
3.9
31.5
60.2
64.8
68.0

0.7
2.3
12.4
21.1
28.3
28.4

school | Total

Not in
pre-
or
school
0.0 9.6
0.0 7.5
0.0 4.1
0.0 2.2
0.1 2.4
0.0 1.7

100
100
100
100
100
100

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

84.0
68.1
40.9
11.5
1.7
0.4

Pre-school

0.7
2.5
16.7
46.5
59.0
64.2

1.5
4.6
13.7
24.5
32.0
32.5

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.1

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Not in
pre-
school | Total
or
school

7.5
4.3
2.9
2.2
2.3
1.8

100
100
100
100
100
100
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All Reading tool
children. 2024
stg |Noteven | opier Word Std | St Total S 11 el bt Gt | vl et
letter level text|level text
| 40.9 44.2 9.2 3.6 2.1 100 Y, R W T AEA | =™ 13 5w et #
I 10.3 355 19.4 16.1 18.8 100 wieE e e ) e A i ﬁﬂﬂmmtJ
v 5.8 24.5 171 19.6 32.9 100 ® o @ e § ugd T8 T T G B
\ 4.3 18.3 14.9 18.9 43.7 100 Wl W TE §E e
VI 4.2 13.5 1.4 18.7 52.3 100 wom W TEet T WET ~ leters Woms
Vil 24 | 101 97 | 176 | 602 | 100 st Faromeft o) =9t ol ru oz v ™
Vi 18 85 | 69 | 159 | 669 | 100 S T DY F | a7 (|ad
The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s a4 o=l W - T " #n
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI, ;"Iﬁ,,-q-,ﬁﬁ ﬂﬂ ﬂ'l = W %
10.3% cannot even read letters, 35.5% can read letters but not words or e
higher, 19.4% can read words but not Std I level text or higher, 16.1% can read L | Yy i
Std | level text but not Std Il level text, and 18.8% can read Std Il level text. For =
each grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.
Table 5: Trends over time Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std IIl. By school type. Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who

The highest level in the % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIl who
Year can read Std Il level text ASER ?eading - read Std Il level text can read Std Il level text
Govt Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
2014 8.1 33.4 14.1 children in Std Il who can
read a Std Il level text. This 2014 27.5 58.9 34.1 61.5 87.1 65.8
2ote | 103 3188 gure s s pog for “grade 2016 | 314 | 633 | 388 | 594 | 854 | 643
2018 104 336 17.6 level” reading for Std IllI.
Data for children enrolled in 2018 34.4 63.1 41.6 57.9 86.3 64.4
2022 7.9 21.6 12.1 government schools and
2024 14.8 26.7 18.8 private schools is shown 2022 29.2 51.0 35.6 60.2 78.0 64.4
*This is the weighted average for children in separately. 2024 375 58.1 43.7 62.5 79.7 67.0
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024

Not even [Recognise numbers

Subtract| Divide

| 37.0 432 17.6 15 07 | 100 - i i -

I 182 47.0 | 281 5.1 16 | 100 L 83 | gyema(
[ 7.5 384 | 366 | 123 52 | 100 [EE] EI i i

v 48 | 255 | 392 | 179 | 127 | 100 _;: _g

v 2.8 19.5 36.6 193 | 217 100 E'E _ o7
Vi 22 148 | 368 | 203 | 260 | 100 a1 32

1

Vil 1.9 118 | 336 | 209 | 318 | 100 E| E' =18
(a6 | [25]

VI 1.6 8.5 31.4 20.5 38.0 100

|'==
i

The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in 18
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in |I| | EBE | | B2 | —

Std lll, 7.5% cannot even recognise numbers from 1 to 9, 38.4% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 36.6% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 12.3% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 5.2% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std lll. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024
% Children in Std Il who can ® : . e 6
. % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIIl who
do at least subtraction In most states, chlIdrgn are 0 o divis ° do divis
expected to do 2-digit by 2- o division can do division
digit subtraction with
borrowing by Std II. Table 8
2014 55 271 106 shows the proportion of
: : : children in Std Ill who can 2014 10.0 | 289 13.9 | 2438 580 | 304
2016 8.4 27.9 13.8 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 15.3 33.0 19.4 29.2 51.5 33.4
2018 8.5 25.6 13.9 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data
3055 G o = for children enrolled in 2018 16.5 29.5 19.8 32.1 52.0 36.6
’ ’ : government schools and
2024 13.0 265 175 e 2022 15.7 27.4 19.1 39.0 51.1 41.9
tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in R 2024 16.9 33.2 21.8 34.9 46.9 38.1
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16

The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024 Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h % Children who: oOf th h
ose who a3 Wile

Could bring can use a

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,

Have a a smartphone,

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | o who have

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | 9 who have martohon .
at home | to do digital [>T P"O"€ | their own

at home | to do digital smartphone | - their own

tasks* smartphone tasks* smartphone
14 87.1 55.4 77.2 14.8 Boys 88.0 63.9 83.9 26.2
15 86.1 57.8 79.0 20.4 .
Girls 86.2 53.7 75.6 13.5
16 88.1 63.4 83.0 25.2
Al 87.0 58.4 79.4 19.7 All 87.0 58.4 79.4 19.7
Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone, Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference % children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024  activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024
% Children % Children|
. 0, 1 . i
who did A)hcohll(:;:n Of those who used social WD el ah%ht(:;%n Of those who used social
any jwhou - - : any dia, % child h :
education-| any social media, % children who can: education-| any social Media, 7o CAIArEN Who can
related | media in related | media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a activity in the Block/ | Make a
the |reference| report a | profile | Shange refet?r:nce reference | report a | profile Ca:savcgred
re:‘/\(/e;(;r;(ce week profile | private PR week week profile | private |P
14 50.9 73.0 57.2 51.0 56.4 Boys 51.9 771 66.5 60.6 67.5
15 50.3 72.8 62.6 55.9 60.0 .
Girls 50.4 71.7 58.7 51.3 54.1
16 52.4 77.8 69.3 62.3 67.0
Al 511 74.3 62.6 56.0 60.8 All 51.1 74.3 62.6 56.0 60.8

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM BROWSING FOR INFORMATION FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO
PMGDISHA Module 1
Hcl gag 8:30 I WIRA B ggell AfRken Igufa (.ga.of.Rem Afsge 1)

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question: Search on the phone and tellme the name of | Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a

Quesfion: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the moming. the first woman President of India. friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Chifllelan vihe @eulid Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

bring a smartphone to
- Browsing for Of those who found
* Finding YouTube vid
¢ CIEE] EES SEtting an alan mformatlon IR TELTRES et video, % able to share it

14 59.3 | 52.0 554 73.2 65.8 69.6 | 783 80.1 79.2 85.2 80.2 82.7 | 91.9 87.8 | 899
15 64.1 52.5 57.8 754 | 66.9 713 | 79.2 | 81.1 80.2 83.7 | 849 84.3 | 90.5 88.4 | 89.5
16 70.4 | 57.6 63.4 78.7 | 69.5 742 | 846 | 82.1 83.4 876 | 833 855 | 945 90.0 | 924
All 63.9 | 537 58.4 756 | 67.3 715 | 805 | 81.0 | 80.8 854 | 826 84.0 | 92.2 88.7 | 90.5

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time Table 17: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

709 922 684

Primary* 2022 2024

. . Primary 17.8 49.6 54.9 64.9
Upper primary or higher*| 510 222 i Upper primary or higher 02 | 6.2 ‘ 73 9.4
Total schools visited 1219 1451 1454 1432

. Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024
Table 16: Trends over time i :
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit. Std | children Std Il children
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024 % Schools observed sitting with |observed sitting with
! ! ! any other Std any other Std

Primary Primary ‘ 89.1 ‘
% Enrolled children Upper primary or higher 79.7 80.2
present (Average) 65.9 57.1 57.8 59.0

Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)

% Teachers present 885 856 859 88.5 in classrooms. 2024

(Average)
TLM observed in Of those schools with

Upper primary or higher | 2010 TLM, work done by
% Schools classroom (apart .

% Enrolled children students displayed in
classroom
present (Average)

from textbooks)

67.6 534 55.9 56.6

% Teachers present

(Average) 871 | 89 | 83 | 873 Primary 830 81> | 668 . 669

Upper primary or higher 83.8 82.9 75.2 76.1

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 94.7 | 82.9|88.3 | 91.8
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 899 | 857|826 | 79.7
No facility for drinking water 134 | 16.8| 15.6 | 18.0
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 8.11122|152 | 113
water Drinking water available 7851 71.0|69.3 | 70.7
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 200| 52| 39| 49
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 29.8 | 26.5|28.9 | 26.3
Toilet useable 50.3 | 68.3| 67.2 | 68.8
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 50.8 | 186|179 | 16.0
Girls" Separate provision but locked 85| 79118 | 82
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 11.8|17.0]15.2 | 17.0 g
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 289 | 56.5| 55.1 | 58.9 ;I'r;_.r
Total 100 | 100/ 100 | 100 e
No library 437 | 16.0| 16.6 | 12.3 : o
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 27.3 | 40.3| 34.8 | 28.5 ' 1;:
Library books being used by children on day of visit 29.1 | 43.8| 48.6 | 59.2 . - A
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100 LT
Electricity connection 40.8| 85.1 | 90.4 444 3 : - ':ﬂ A
Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with s04!733 | 773 numAigLd '_:-‘
electricity available on day of visit : ' : 3= ::ii
No computer available for children to use 926 96.2|952 | 91.5 sakEskEEd
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 5.7 | 3.1| 39| 55 —
Computer being used by children on day of visit 1.7 07| 08| 3.0
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

At least one

directive from R e TRy e Teaching : School
FLN - Received funds .
govt to Learning readiness

0,
% Schools implement FLN Material (TLM) for TLM lfor program held
= - for FLN FLN activities** for Std |
activities wit Offline Siline or F e
Std I-l1 /11 activities**
93.7 74.2

Received a Received

} Primary* 94.7 90.7 25.0 78.8
Current academic
year (2024-2025) ) ) N
Upper primary or higher 97.4 95.9 75.9 87.4 27.4 78.7
. . Primary 93.4 92.6 80.1 73.7 30.1 80.2
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) . .
Upper primary or higher 95.4 93.6 79.8 73.8 30.1 82.4
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed If not
distributed
% Schools o % Schools in all grades,
All Some | grades/ then %
grades | grades don’t schools where
know funds given
2022 91.5 7.8 0.7 100 2022 8.9 12.4 78.7 100 4.0
Primary Primary
2024 97.2 2.6 0.3 100 2024 | 32.1 6.5 61.4 100 52.6
) 2022 93.1 5.2 1.7 100 . 2022 | 11.1 12.4 76.5 100 5.2
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024 96.3 3.2 0.6 100 2024 | 39.4 6.4 54.2 100 57.8

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

Upper primary or

: Primary
% Schools with
20182022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 685|775 739082 3

education for every class

Separate teacher | 55| 3.0| 41| 96| 89| 88

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 59.1 | 51.1|57.5|58.2| 51.6|60.4
education

teacher No teacher 35.4|45.9|38.4|32.3| 39.6|30.8

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100| 100| 100
Playground in the school 64.7 | 66.3 66.7 | 77.0| 81.2|83.0
Sports equipment available 53.5|77.1|67.1|64.2|859(72.2

*Primary schools offer Std I-I\V/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIVIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools.
By age group and sex.

2024

Age 6-14: All
Age 7-16: All
Age 7-10: All
Age 7-10: Boys
Age 7-10: Girls
Age 11-14: All
Age 11-14: Boys
Age 11-14: Girls
Age 15-16: All
Age 15-16: Boys
Age 15-16: Girls

60.9
54.5
75.4
73.7
77.2
453
43.7
46.8
22.5
22.7
22.3

38.5
44.7
24.2
25.9
22.5
54.0
55.6
52.3
75.4
75.2
75.7

0.3
0.3
0.3
0.2
0.3
0.3
0.3
0.2
0.4
0.1

0.6
0.2
0.2
0.1
0.5
0.4
0.6
1.9
1.8
2.0

100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS.
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024
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Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.
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Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022

Pre-school

Anganwadi

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

82.6
80.2
61.2
13.0
0.8
0.2

3.9 7.4
4.4 | 128
6.4 | 21.1
1.8 7.2
0.1 0.7
0.0 0.2

1.2
1.0
7.4
63.4
82.5
83.0

1.0
0.6
2.7
13.9
15.2
16.6

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.1

Not in
pre-
school | Total
or
elglolel!

4.0
1.0
1.2
0.5
0.6
0.0

100
100
100
100
100
100

Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

82.0
74.5
58.9
13.8
0.6
0.2

Pre-school

0.7
1.4
4.6
54.8
72.2
75.8

0.6
0.9
2.3
18.4
25.4
23.6

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.1
0.1
0.3

Not in
pre-
school | Total
or
school

3.7
1.1
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.1

100
100
100
100
100
100
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Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All
children. 2024

st |Notevenl | atier Word Std | std Total
letter level text|level text
I 26.0 42.9 20.9 6.4 3.8 100
I 9.6 23.2 26.6 23.2 17.5 100
[ 4.2 13.4 18.1 27.5 37.0 100
\% 2.3 8.0 13.2 224 54.0 100
\Y 2.9 6.5 10.4 20.8 59.6 100
VI 2.1 5.1 7.8 18.8 66.1 100
\i 24 4.4 7.7 171 68.4 100
VIl 1.7 3.6 6.3 14.2 74.2 100

Reading tool

The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std IlI,
4.2% cannot even read letters, 13.4% can read letters but not words or higher,
18.1% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 27.5% can read Std |
level text but not Std Il level text, and 37% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std IIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who
can read Std Il level text

The highest level in the

Year ASER reading assessment is
Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5
shows the proportion of
2014 33.1 37.0 33.8 children in Std Ill who can
read a Std Il level text. This
il 4.1 38.5 40.6 figure is a proxy for “grade
2018 442 336 421 level” reading for Std IllI.
Data for children enrolled in
2022 26.1 294 26.6 government schools and
2024 37.0 375 37.1 private schools is shown

tely.
*This is the weighted average for children in separately.

government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std VIl who
can read Std Il level text

Govt Pvt GOt & Govt Pvt
Pvt*

% Children in Std V who can
read Std Il level text

2014 51.7 56.2 53.5 71.6 78.3 76.5
2016 63.1 62.6 62.9 75.2 76.1 75.9
2018 66.0 67.1 66.5 79.4 80.4 80.1
2022 55.7 55.0 55.5 75.2 76.7 76.1
2024 57.9 61.8 59.6 70.9 75.7 74.3

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024
Not even [Recognise numbers "
Subtract| Divide
11-99 - s e — i wen
| 22.7 49.5 25.8 16 0.5 100 = ===
I 82 | 327 | 476 | 104 13 | 100 0] EE :" :f" w) %2eq
- 9% - W
Il 3.6 19.3 45.9 25.5 5.8 100
\Y 1.6 12.5 36.0 27.9 22.0 100 El =¥ 3
v 16 98 | 312 | 297 | 277 | 100 [ [+ ] S, B LN I T
Vi 1.5 7.7 30.9 26.9 33.1 100 | il || " | 3
=) » -9 | ymr
VI 1.8 6.7 30.6 24.0 36.9 100 = =
—IL J— £ uu
VIl 1.1 5.0 34.2 23.5 36.3 100
The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in IIl Wy 43
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in . |
Std lll, 3.6% cannot even recognise numbers from 1to 9, 19.3% can recognise | H “ ik | — ¥ i '\H'li
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 45.9% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 25.5% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 5.8% can do division. For each grade, the total of
these exclusive categories is 100%.
Table 8: Trends over time Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std lll. By school type. Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Il who can
do at least subtraction

% Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIIIl who
do division can do division

In most states, children are
expected to do 2-digit by 2-
digit subtraction with

borrowing by Std II. Table 8

2014 17.9 226 18.7 shows the proportion of

: : : children in Std Ill who can 2014 166 | 222 189 | 308 336 | 329

2016 22.4 29.0 23.8 do subtraction. This figure
is a proxy for “grade level” 2016 19.7 21.7 20.5 32.4 31.0 31.4

2018 28.1 233 27.1 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data
— g oy - g;?:‘,::gé’;f;ﬁg iar;d 2018 31.7 28.0 30.2 41.4 40.4 40.7
2024 316 312 315 e A 2022 20.1 18.8 19.6 38.1 323 34.6

tely.

*This is the weighted average for children in SR 2024 26.1 29.8 27.6 34.5 371 36.3
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children who can do division. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024
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Digital literacy: For children aged 14-16
The digital literacy section in ASER 2024 consists of two parts: a set of self-reported questions as well as a one-on-one assessment.

Access, ownership, and use of smartphones (Self-reported)

Table 10: Smartphone availability and use. By age. 2024 Table 11: Smartphone availability and use. By sex. 2024

% Children who: of th h % Children who: oOf th h
ose who a3 Wile

Could bring can use a

Could bring can use a
Have a a smartphone,

Have a a smartphone,

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | o who have

smartphone | smartphone Can use a | 9 who have martohon .
at home | to do digital [>T P"O"€ | their own

at home | to do digital smartphone | - their own

tasks* smartphone tasks* smartphone
14 94.1 66.5 83.0 16.1 Boys 94.9 74.1 86.1 226
15 93.7 70.4 83.8 18.6 .
Girls 93.4 65.6 82.0 15.5
16 94.8 74.7 86.2 24.5
Al 94.2 70.0 841 19.2 All 94.2 70.0 84.1 19.2
Table 12: Of those who know how to use a smartphone, Table 13: Of those who know how to use a smartphone,
% children who used a smartphone in the reference % children who used a smartphone in the reference
week** for any educational activity or social media week** for any educational activity or social media
activity, and know how to use safety features. By age. 2024  activity, and know how to use safety features. By sex. 2024
% Children % Children|
. 0, 1 . i
who did A)hcohll(:;:n Of those who used social WD el ah%ht(:;%n Of those who used social
any jwhou - - : any dia, % child h :
education-| any social media, % children who can: education-| any social Media, 7o CAIArEN Who can
related | media in related | media in
activity in the Block/ | Make a activity in the Block/ | Make a
the |reference| report a | profile | Shange refet?r:nce reference | report a | profile Ca:savcgred
re:‘/\(/e;(;r;(ce week profile | private PR week week profile | private |P
14 62.6 70.6 54.4 48.0 49.7 Boys 61.6 75.1 66.5 61.1 63.1
15 63.7 73.9 62.5 57.0 55.9 .
Girls 65.1 70.0 54.5 48.4 47.2
16 63.9 74.3 68.5 63.6 64.2
Al 63.3 727 60.9 552 557 All 63.3 72.7 60.9 55.2 55.7

Digital tasks (Administered one-on-one to surveyed children)

ALARM BROWSING FOR INFORMATION FINDING AND SHARING A YOUTUBE VIDEO

PMGDISHA Module 1
I APTeil 8:30 dToTal YRArA ufgen Afden s

Question a: Find the “PMGDISHA Module 1" video on
YouTube.

Question: Search on the phone and tellme the name of | Question b: If could find video, then send/share it with a

Quesfion: Set an alarm for 8:30 in the moming. the first woman President of India. friend/family member using WhatsApp or Telegram.

Table 14: % Children who could do digital tasks on a smartphone. By age and sex. 2024

% Chifllelan vihe @eulid Of those who could bring a smartphone, % who could do the following tasks:

bring a smartphone to
- Browsing for Of those who found
* Finding YouTube vid
¢ CIEE] EES SEtting an alan mformatlon IR TELTRES et video, % able to share it

14 71.7 | 61.0 66.5 84.7 78.1 81.7 | 83.8 89.3 86.3 88.5 87.1 879 | 919 88.7 | 905
15 74.0 | 67.0 70.4 84.1 82.3 83.2 | 8.7 | 87.7 | 86.7 89.1 89.6 89.3 | 93.0 92.7 | 92.9
16 779 | 711 74.7 879 | 83.2 858 | 859 | 89.2 | 874 925 | 89.9 91.3 | 937 948 | 94.2
All 74.1 65.6 70.0 855 | 81.0 834 | 8.0 | 887 | 86.7 89.9 | 8838 89.3 | 92.8 91.8 | 923

*Children were asked to bring a smartphone with good connectivity during the survey to do the digital tasks.
**Reference week implies the 7 days prior to the survey.
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School observations

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 15: Trends over time
Number of schools visited. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Primary* 435 419 402 409
Upper primary or higher* 467 508 421 463
Total schools visited 902 927 823 872

Table 16: Trends over time
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Primary

Table 17: Trends over time
% Schools with total enrollment of 60 or less.
2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

2022 2024
Primary 33.0 45.4 46.4 51.4
Upper primary or higher 1.3 10.7 12.5 16.2

Table 18: Multigrade classes. 2024
Std | children

% Schools

Primary
Upper primary or higher

observed sitting with

any other Std
59.5
49.0

Std Il children
observed sitting with
any other Std

52.5

% Enrolled children
present (Average) 91.5 86.5 84.9 87.7

Table 19: Observation of Teaching Learning Material (TLM)

% Teachers present in classrooms. 2024

(Average) 938 | 883

Upper primary or higher | 2010 2018

% Enrolled children
present (Average)

Of those schools with

TLM, work done by

students displayed in
classroom

TLM observed in
% Schools classroom (apart

92.4 86.2 86.2 87.9 e im0 &)

% Teachers present Primary 89.0 87.3 79.3 80.8
(Average) 91.7 90.3 93.1 92.4 : .
Upper primary or higher 89.5 90.0 86.0 86.6

School facilities

Table 20: Trends over time
% Schools with selected facilities. 2010, 2018, 2022, 2024

Mid-day | Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 90.7 | 94.7| 93.2 | 95.1
meal Kitchen/shed for cooking mid-day meal 782 | 94.9|94.1 | 95.4
No facility for drinking water 18.7 | 15.7]12.3 | 19.1
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 123 | 134|204 | 144
water Drinking water available 69.0 | 70.9| 67.3 | 66.5
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No toilet facility 2.9 1.7 2.7 ] 2.8
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 441 | 28.2|32.1 | 35.4
Toilet useable 53.0| 70.1| 65.2 | 61.8
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 13.7) 6.6| 7.1 6.1
Girls" Separate provision but locked 32.3 | 146|154 | 21.7
toilet Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 10.8 | 149]16.8 | 13.9
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 43.2 | 63.9| 60.8 | 58.3
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100
No library 140 | 11.6] 148 | 11.0
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit | 19.6 | 51.5| 44.7 | 37.3
Library books being used by children on day of visit 66.5 | 36.9| 40.5 | 51.7
Total 100 | 100, 100 | 100
Electricity connection 91.8|95.6 | 95.5

Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with
’ electricity available on dayyof visit ' 78.9)83.4 | 929
No computer available for children to use 66.7 | 35.4| 47.0 | 48.3
Computer Computer available but not being used by children on day of visit | 13.5 | 45.5| 34.0 | 31.3
Computer being used by children on day of visit 19.8 | 19.0| 19.0 | 20.4
Total 100 | 100| 100 | 100

*Primary schools offer Std I-IV/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIIIL.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Other school indicators

In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about
schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 21: Foundational Literacy and Numeracy (FLN) activities. 2024

. At least one .
Received a - ved traini Received
directive from | ‘caCNer receved training on Teaching . School
FLN . Received funds ;
govt to Learning readiness
% Schools : ; for TLM for
implement FLN Material (TLM) .| program held
vities with . . for LN | VIS g i |
activities wit Offline Online =
Std I-l1 /11 activities**
) Primary* 82.5 61.0 58.0 68.9 273 973
Current academic
year (2024-2025) ) ) N
Upper primary or higher 80.9 63.5 55.4 69.5 29.9 96.3
. . Primary 88.8 78.9 78.0 81.6 34.0 97.0
Previous academic
year (2023-2024) : .
Upper primary or higher 88.0 76.6 68.0 83.7 35.4 94.6
Table 22: Trends over time Table 23: Trends over time
Distribution of language and math textbooks. 2022 and 2024 Distribution of uniforms. 2022 and 2024
Textbooks distributed Uniforms distributed
If not
distributed
% Schools A % Schools in all grades,
grades/ then %
don’t grades gradES don't schools where
know funds given
2022 98.0 1.5 0.5 100 2022 | 94.6 4.6 0.8 100
Primary Primary
2024 93.9 5.4 0.7 100 2024 | 79.1 9.0 11.9 100
) 2022 95.7 4.3 0.0 100 . 2022 | 93.1 5.6 1.2 100
Upper primary Upper primary
or higher or higher
2024 93.3 6.3 0.4 100 2024 | 74.6 13.4 12.1 100

Table 24: Trends over time
Physical education. 2018, 2022, 2024

Upper primary or

: Primary
% Schools with
20182022 2024
Weekly time allotted for physical 953976 9%6.6976

education for every class

Separate teacher 6.2| 6.9|10.1]16.4|10.5[19.7

Physical ~ |Any other teacher | 88.8 | 85.1 |84.5|77.9| 80.9|75.8
education

teacher  |No teacher 50| 80| 54| 57| 86| 45

Total 100| 100 | 100 | 100| 100| 100
Playground in the school 83.2(82.3|78.5(89.5|88.7(81.9
Sports equipment available 68.8|77.2|68.1|787|79.9|785

*Primary schools offer Std I-I\V/V; upper primary schools offer Std I-VINVIVIIL.
**Schools could have received TLM, funds to purchase TLM, or both.
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School enrollment

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools.
By age group and sex.

2024

Age 6-14: All
Age 7-16: All
Age 7-10: All
Age 7-10: Boys
Age 7-10: Girls
Age 11-14: All
Age 11-14: Boys
Age 11-14: Girls
Age 15-16: All
Age 15-16: Boys
Age 15-16: Girls

38.4 57.6 100
38.3 56.6 0.0 5.1 100
36.3 60.9 0.0 2.8 100
38.4 58.2 0.0 3.4 100
34.2 63.6 0.0 2.2 100
411 54.4 0.0 4.5 100
43.1 50.6 0.0 6.4 100
39.0 58.4 0.0 2.6 100
35.7 50.4 0.0 13.9 100
34.7 45.2 0.0 20.0 100
36.5 54.8 0.0 8.8 100

'Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS.
‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in govt schools in Std I-V and Std VI-VIII.

By sex. 2018, 2022, 2024

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
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20
10

0

% Children

484 47.0
448
39.6 40.1 393 383 433 399 434
34 359
Boys Girls Boys Girls
Std -V Std VI-VIII
M 2018 2022 MW 2024

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 2: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2022

Pre-school

Anganwadi

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

10.1
5.1
3.7
2.1
0.1
0.5

244 | 20.9
219 | 444
30.5 | 48.6
24.0 | 35.8
13.6 | 175
10.2 6.6

0.5
2.5
5.2
13.9
24.6
34.5

0.7
0.7
6.7
21.4
42.8
46.3

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.2
0.4

Not in
pre-
school | Total
or
elglolel!
43.4 | 100
25.4 | 100
5.3 | 100
2.9 | 100
1.4 | 100
1.5 | 100

Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children not enrolled in school. By age group and sex.

2006-2024
40
35
30
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Table 3: % Children enrolled in different types of pre-
schools and schools. By age. 2024

Age 3
Age 4
Age 5
Age 6
Age 7
Age 8

Pre-school

12.4 9.8
6.9 19.8
2.0 247
0.9 25.9
0.4 12.9
0.2 8.6

0.3
1.9
6.4
11.6
24.7
28.8

0.0
0.6
5.2
20.6
40.9
53.5

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

Not in
pre-
school | Total
or
school
60.0 | 100
27.0 | 100
9.0 | 100
4.3 | 100
3.4 | 100
1.7 | 100
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Reading

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level. All Reading tool
children. 2024
stg |Noteven | opier Word Std | St Total St Il lowel bt St | bpvel et
letter level text|level text =
I 10.8 46.3 35.6 4.8 2.6 100 Salmn Is & Hite glrel, She hiad Mk o
[ 2.4 15.5 36.5 26.1 19.5 100 plaving with her dall. Dne He loves ta draw,
I\ 3.4 10.8 29.8 25.0 31.1 100 d“ ﬂ'lf‘ ‘hn l'l.'ll “.-..I m He does mod like to ’-.l-
\Y 0.9 7.9 16.3 32.2 42.8 100 hand tw the Asor, Tt broke
VI 0.6 4.4 12.5 35.6 46.9 100 into many pb il ~ lLettérs Woeds
VI 0.3 1.6 4.8 26.6 66.7 100 il S eried W | T o ring Bl
VELY - bl
VIl 0.0 2.0 49 17.6 75.5 100 Her mother gave her k - e hing
The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s ol -
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std Il another doll. Mow she is ¥ r h P
2.4% cannot even read letters, 15.5% can read letters but not words or higher, fin
36.5% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 26.1% can read Std | happy again. [§ i girl rrree.
level text but not Std Il level text, and 19.5% can read Std Il level text. For each
grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.
Table 5: Trends over time Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std IIl. By school type. Reading in Std V and Std VIIl. By school type.
2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024 2014, 2016, 2018, 2022, 2024

% Children in Std Ill who

The highest level in the % Children in Std V who can| % Children in Std VIIl who
Year can read Std Il level text ASER reading assessment is read Std Il level text can read Std Il level text
Govt Pvt a Std Il level text. Table 5 Govt &
- shows the proportion of Govt Pvt Pyt Govt Pvt
2014 23.2 25.2 24.3 children in Std Ill who can
e - 5 1 G read a Std Il level text. This 2014 46.1 69.1 58.3 - 88.0
: : : figure is a proxy for “grade 2016 413 530 476 E 86.0
2018 19.6 28.0 24.7 level” reading for Std IllI. <G
Data for children enrolled in 2018 38.9 58.1 50.2 'E E 82.5
2022 10.7 213 16.2 government schools and — . oS
5024 56 | 222 105 | private schools is shown 0 91 | 476 | 389 2 774 | 757
*This is the weighted average for children in separately. 2024 36.6 46.9 42.7 79.2 75.4
government and private schools only. *This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

Chart 3: Trends over time
% Children who can read Std Il level text. By grade and sex.
2022 and 2024

100
90
80
70
60
50
40 37.6
30 32.0 | |

20 5 168 180 ] |
i
O [ — I I I

Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls

450 475

% Children

DATA INSUFFICIENT

Std il Std vV Std VIl

2022 M 2024

162 | Annual Status of Education Report 2024 |



Meghalaya ruraL 004

Facilitated by PRATHA

Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group of 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted
in 19 languages across the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level. All Arithmetic tool
children. 2024
Not even |Recognise n;JTtgjt;rs Subtract| Divide
Barmbw ecognlion Hamizm cgiian
| 12.3 32.8 51.8 3.0 0.1 100 1-3 :I.:I.TH- Upbisgsiien Ml
T I Ty 45 &3
I 6.1 167 | 669 | 10.1 02 | 100 — e T IaTa
I 2.5 9.4 65.3 19.2 3.6 100 1 ][ 4] =, e
a7 45
\% 2.6 8.1 46.9 31.5 11.0 100 BB
g e8]l .3 -1 €)aza(
Vv 0.4 6.1 46.1 31.3 16.1 100 | 2
V. 0.4 16 | 527 | 297 | 157 | 100 |55 [28 || o2 o4
Vil 0.0 02 | 422 | 366 | 210 | 100 8 | s | =18 =ST | gyses(
Vil 0.0 02 | 374 | 431 | 192 | 100 |91 [ ] - &
The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in &5 2 A ) N ﬁ
children’s arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in = | 36 | | 27 | =14 -48 | 4)E17
Std Ill, 2.5% cannot even recognise numbers from 1 to 9, 9.4% can recognise
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognise numbers up to 99 or higher, 65.3% can
recognise numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 19.2% can do subtraction
but cannot do division, and 3.6% can do division. For each grade, the total of
thes