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Purpose of the study: This study aims to uncover the characteristics of Indonesian
students' mathematical literacy, the challenges they face in solving mathematical
problems, and to propose effective solutions, including technology-enhanced
interventions, for improvement.

Methodology: This study uses a qualitative phenomenological approach to
explore students’ experiences in mathematical literacy. Data were collected
through AKM-based algebra tasks, interviews, and observations involving three
purposively selected middle school students. Method triangulation ensured
validity, while digital tools, including audio recording and NVivo software,
supported systematic qualitative data coding and analysis.

Main Findings: The findings indicate that students’ incorrect answers often arise
from difficulties in identifying key problem elements. This misidentification
triggers cascading errors across subsequent problem-solving steps, creating a
domino effect. Analysis revealed distinct patterns in communication,
mathematization, representation, problem-solving strategies, symbolic operations,
and reasoning. These patterned error trajectories align well with digital logging,
automated analysis, and real-time feedback, enabling direct application in
designing digital assessment platforms, intelligent tutoring systems, and learning
analytics dashboards to diagnose learning breakdowns.

Novelty/Originality of this study: This study uniquely bridges qualitative
phenomenological analysis with concrete technological design, systematically
translating error patterns into detection algorithms, scaffolding rules, and
dashboard specifications. Unlike prior research that either describes difficulties or
proposes technology, we explicitly operationalize how intelligent systems can
detect and respond to cascading error patterns in real time. The result is a
contextually grounded framework for AKM-aligned technology implementation
tailored to Indonesian educational realities, including infrastructure constraints
and teacher capacity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Mathematics plays an essential role in the educational process in schools [1], and enhancing mathematical
literacy has become an urgent necessity to develop a generation capable of applying mathematical concepts in
daily life [2]-[4]. Mathematical literacy is a crucial skill that students must master globally and serves as one of
the parameters for assessing a nation's quality through the Programme for International Student Assessment
(PISA), which evaluates student literacy on a global scale [5]-[7]. Implementing PISA has increased the trend of
mathematical literacy capabilities in various countries, including Indonesia. The Indonesian Ministry of Education
and Culture has established six essential literacies, including numerical literacy or mathematical literacy, as an
integral part of the fundamental skills that Indonesian students must possess [8], [9]. Mathematical literacy
encompasses the ability to formulate, apply, and interpret mathematics in various life contexts [10]-[12]. The
literature identifies mathematical literacy as a critical cognitive skill for students, encompassing an understanding
of mathematical concepts and the ability to relate mathematics to everyday life [13], [14]. Therefore, mastering
mathematical literacy positively impacts students' ability to solve problems and apply mathematical knowledge in
real-world situations.

Students with good mathematical literacy tend to be more confident in solving complex mathematical
problems, highlighting the importance of this skill in daily life and educational contexts [15]. However, in reality,
Indonesian students' mathematical literacy remains low. An Organization for Economic Co-operation and
Development (OECD) survey through the 2018 PISA assessment showed that Indonesia ranked 71st out of 77
countries in mathematical literacy, scoring 379 [16]. Furthermore 2023, Indonesia's mathematical literacy score
declined to 366 [17]. In addition to PISA data, various empirical studies conducted by Dewantara et al. [18], Fauzi
& Chan [19], and Jailani et al. [20] also indicate the low mathematical literacy of Indonesian students, attributed
to their difficulties in identifying contextual problems and applying mathematical formulas to solve mathematical
problems. Therefore, the Indonesian government must take adequate measures to evaluate and address this issue.

At the end of 2020, the Indonesian government introduced the Minimum Competency Assessment
(AKM) as an alternative to the National Examination (UN) to improve educational quality by measuring students’
basic skills, including mathematical literacy [10], [21], [22]. However, AKM has not yet been successful in
addressing the persistently low levels of mathematical literacy, as many students still obtain low scores and there
is limited information about the underlying causes (Kemendikbudristek, 2022). Rather than focusing solely on test
results, it is crucial to understand students’ problem-solving characteristics and the specific obstacles they
encounter when working on mathematical tasks. Such insights can guide reflective evaluations to improve teaching
methods and support teachers in more effectively fostering mathematical literacy.

Bridging qualitative understanding with technological innovation represents a critical frontier in
mathematics education research. Numerous studies have documented students’ mathematical literacy challenges,
and others have demonstrated technology’s potential to enhance learning. However, few have systematically
translated qualitative insights about students’ actual problem-solving processes into specific, actionable
technology design requirements.

This translation is particularly urgent in the Indonesian context, where the recent shift to computer-based
AKM assessment creates both opportunities and imperatives. On the one hand, there are opportunities to leverage
digital platforms for process-logging, adaptive feedback, and learning analytics. On the other hand, there are
imperatives to ensure that technology genuinely addresses students’ documented difficulties rather than merely
digitizing traditional assessments.

The present study addresses this gap by adopting a phenomenological approach to understand in depth
students’ lived experiences with AKM problems, and then explicitly operationalizing these insights into a
technology-enhanced framework that respects Indonesia’s infrastructural realities, teacher capacity, and
pedagogical values. The aim is not simply to describe what students struggle with, but to show how technology
can detect these struggles in real time, provide appropriate scaffolding, and inform teacher intervention, grounded
in authentic qualitative understanding rather than technological determinism.

Although many studies have explored aspects of mathematical literacy, the majority have relied on PISA
problems as the primary instrument [18], [23]- 26], and a literature review by Muhaimin et al. [2] similarly revealed
that PISA problems are most frequently used to measure or analyze students’ mathematical literacy; however,
there remains a significant research gap in the form of a limited understanding of students’ mathematical literacy
processes within digital assessment contexts and a lack of qualitative studies that investigate mathematical literacy
using AKM problems from a technological perspective. Through this analysis, the study proposes steps that need
to be taken to improve mathematical literacy and, at the same time, offers insights that can inform innovation in
digital learning and assessment particularly the design of AKM-oriented digital assessment tools, intelligent
tutoring systems, and learning analytics that are capable of diagnosing and scaffolding students’ problem-solving
processes in a more targeted and data-informed way.
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2. THE COMPREHENSIVE THEORETICAL BASIS

2.1. Overview of Framework Mathematical Literacy

Literacy is a fundamental ability that students must master at school to solve everyday problems [27],
[28]. This is supported by the statement from Astuti [29] that literacy skills must be mastered by students in this
century to fulfil their daily lives. From these definitions, literacy skills are abilities that a person must have to help
him solve problems related to everyday life. Looking at the definition of literacy, this ability is essential to master
and is part of 21st-century skills. The four domains of 21st-century skills are literacy, inventive thinking, effective
communication, and high productivity [30]-[32]. Then, literacy skills are needed in everyday life to obtain
information around us well [33]-[35]. Not only that, according to Nail-Chiwetalu & Ratner [36], the ability to
process information is needed to justify the truth of the information obtained. The importance of literacy places
this ability in the competencies that students must master at each level of education. Stacey [13] classifies basic
literacy into 6, namely language literacy, mathematics literacy, scientific literacy, financial literacy, digital literacy,
cultural literacy, and citizenship.

Mathematical literacy is a person's skill in understanding and processing practical mathematical problems
related to data and calculations to quickly adapt to the continuously developing world of life [37]. Sumirattana et
al. [38] define mathematical literacy as skills in various life problems to formulate, use, and interpret mathematical
problems. Another source from the OECD [11], [39] states that the ability to formulate is an effort to identify
problems from mathematical problems, and the ability to apply is to use various formulas to solve problems and
to interpret them to provide evaluations involving the context of the problem. From these several definitions, it
can be concluded that mathematical literacy is a person's mastery in formulating, implementing, and interpreting
mathematics efficiently from various contexts, content, and life processes.

The definition of mathematical literacy refers to an individual's capacity to formulate, use, and interpret
mathematics. These three words provide a structure for organizing mathematical processes that describe how
individuals connect the problem context with mathematics and solve the problem. Items in the mathematical
literacy assessment in PISA are assigned to one of three mathematical processes [11], [39]. The three mathematical
processes include (1) Formulating the situation mathematically, (2) using mathematical concepts, facts,
procedures, and reasoning, and (3) interpreting, applying, and evaluating mathematical results. The formulation
process shows how effectively students can recognize and identify mathematical problems to use in problem
situations and then provide the necessary mathematical structure to formulate contextualized problems into
mathematical form. The process of applying concepts shows how well students can carry out calculations and
manipulations and apply the concepts and facts they know to obtain solutions to problems that are formulated
mathematically. The interpretation process shows how effectively students can reflect on mathematical solutions
or conclusions, interpret them in the context of real-world problems, and determine whether the results or
conclusions make sense. The relationship between these processes is visualized in Figure 1.

Interpret
& evaluate

Figure 1. Mathematical literacy process by OECD (OECD, 2019a)

The better the basic mathematical skills, the better the mathematical literacy. These mathematical
fundamentals are explained in OECD [39] as follows: (1) Communication, mathematical literacy involves
communication. Individuals perceive some challenges and are stimulated to recognize and understand problem
situations. Once a solution is found, students may need to provide students with explanations or justifications for
the answers obtained; (2) Mathematization, mathematical literacy can involve transforming problems defined in
the real world into mathematical form or interpreting and evaluating mathematical results or mathematical models
about original problems; (3) Representation, this essential mathematical ability requires selecting, interpreting,
using various representations to identify situations, or to present one's work. The representation in question
includes graphs, tables, diagrams, images, equations, and formulas; (4) Reasoning and argumentation, this ability
involves a logically rooted thought process that explores and connects the elements of a problem to conclude it,
examine the justification given, or provide justification for a solution; (5) Designing strategies to solve problems,
in mathematics requires the ability to design strategies to solve problems mathematically and this mathematical
ability can be used at every stage of the problem-solving process; (6) Using symbolic, formal and technical
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language and operations. Mathematical literacy requires symbolic, formal, and technical language and operations.
The symbols, formalities, and techniques used vary according to the specific mathematical content knowledge
required for the particular task of formulating, solving, or interpreting mathematics; (7) Using mathematical tools,
mathematical tools include physical tools, such as measuring tools, as well as calculators and computer-based tools
which are increasingly available. In addition to knowing how to use these tools to help them complete math
assignments, students need to know the limitations of these tools.

Whether mathematical literacy skills are excellent or bad, something certainly influences them. Various
mathematical literacy studies have previously been conducted, and these researchers revealed factors that influence
whether students' mathematical literacy is good or bad. Students' low mathematical literacy is not without reason;
some factors influence this ability. After reviewing data from 20 SLR articles, we found factors influencing
mathematical literacy. There were too many factors, so we categorized the findings into internal and external
factors. Internal factors arise from within the individual, in contrast to external factors originating from outside the
individual. Internal factors obtained include confidence, motivation, quantity of practice, gender, self-efficacy,
anxiety, learning discipline, reading literacy habits, academic values, age, experience, and critical thinking [18],
[40]-[45]. Then external factors consist of the learning process, student and teacher ratio, learning model,
mathematical modelling, learning approach, teacher support, ICT, textbooks, school level, meaningful learning,
culture, local resources, and teacher experience [46]-[50].

However, the literature review on mathematical literacy should not stop at identifying these influencing
factors. The relationship between mathematical literacy and pedagogical approaches deserves further exploration.
Effective pedagogical strategies, such as inquiry-based learning, problem-based learning, contextual learning, and
technology-enhanced instruction, have been shown to play a pivotal role in strengthening students’ ability to
connect mathematical concepts with real-world contexts [11], [51]. Teachers who adopt constructivist and student-
centered pedagogies tend to promote higher mathematical literacy because they encourage reasoning, exploration,
and the application of mathematics in meaningful situations [52]-[54]. Moreover, effective teaching strategies,
including scaffolding, collaborative learning, and the integration of digital tools, help students develop essential
literacy processes such as problem formulation, interpretation, and reflection [55]. Pedagogical models that
emphasize dialogue, feedback, and metacognitive awareness have also been proven to improve mathematical
reasoning and literacy outcomes. Therefore, mathematical literacy development is not merely a cognitive skill but
also a pedagogical and instructional challenge that requires deliberate, reflective, and adaptive teaching strategies
aligned with students’ learning needs.

In addition, greater emphasis should be placed on cultural and socio-economic barriers in the field of
mathematical literacy. Research indicates that students’ cultural background, home language, and socio-economic
status strongly shape their access to mathematical concepts, learning attitudes, and problem-solving performance
[39], [56]. Addressing these aspects would not only provide a more holistic understanding of the determinants of
mathematical literacy but also highlight the equity dimension of mathematics education.

2.2. Technology as a Critical External Factor in Mathematical Literacy Development

While traditional factors such as pedagogical approaches, teacher support, and textbooks significantly
influence mathematical literacy [46], [47], the role of technology has become increasingly pivotal in 21st-century
mathematics education. Information and Communication Technology (ICT), when effectively integrated, can
address multiple fundamental mathematical skills simultaneously: dynamic geometry software (e.g., GeoGebra)
supports mathematization and representation; spreadsheet environments scaffold reasoning and symbolic
operations; and computer algebra systems enable students to focus on problem formulation and interpretation by
reducing computational load [57]-[59].

However, technology's impact on mathematical literacy is mediated by how it is used. Instrumental
applications, such as drill-and-practice programs or calculator use for mere computation, show limited effects on
higher-order literacy processes [60]. In contrast, uses that engage students in mathematical modeling, exploration
of multiple representations, and collaborative problem-solving demonstrate stronger gains [61]. This distinction
underscores that teachers' Technological Pedagogical Content Knowledge (TPACK), their ability to orchestrate
technology in ways that enhance conceptual understanding and literacy processes, is as crucial as technology
access itself [62]-[64].

Recent developments in educational technology offer promising tools for mathematical literacy
development:

1. Adaptive Learning Technologies: Intelligent tutoring systems and adaptive platforms (e.g., Khan
Academy, ALEKS) can diagnose students' specific difficulties in problem identification,
mathematization, or procedural execution and provide personalized scaffolding [65]. These systems
use algorithms to adjust task difficulty, offer hints at strategic moments, and track learning
trajectories over time.

2. Interactive Problem-Solving Environments: Digital workspaces such as Desmos Activity Builder,
GeoGebra Classroom, and Polypad allow students to manipulate mathematical objects, visualize
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relationships dynamically, and test hypotheses through simulation. These environments support the
transition from concrete to abstract representations, a critical bridge for mathematical literacy.

3. Collaborative Digital Tools: Platforms enabling synchronous and asynchronous collaboration (e.g.,
Microsoft Teams, Google Workspace, Padlet) can make students' problem-solving processes visible
to peers and teachers. By externalizing reasoning, students develop metacognitive awareness and
benefit from distributed expertise [66].

4. Learning Analytics and Formative Assessment Tools: Digital assessment platforms can capture
process data, not just final answers, revealing where students struggle in the problem-solving
sequence. Teachers can use these insights for targeted interventions, moving beyond summative
scores to diagnostic, actionable feedback [11].

5. Gamification and Engagement Platforms: Tools like Kahoot, Quizizz, and Prodigy use game
mechanics to increase motivation and provide low-stakes practice opportunities. While not sufficient
alone, these can complement more substantive mathematical work by building fluency and
confidence [60].

In the Indonesian context, the digital transformation of assessment through AKM's computer-based
delivery adds another dimension. Students' varying digital literacy, their familiarity with navigating digital
interfaces, using virtual annotation tools, and managing on-screen information, may interact with mathematical
literacy measurement. This raises equity concerns, as the digital divide in device access, internet connectivity, and
prior computer-based testing (CBT) experience could systematically advantage or disadvantage certain student
populations [67]. Understanding these technology-related factors is essential for interpreting AKM results and
designing effective, equitable interventions.

Moreover, the COVID-19 pandemic accelerated the adoption of digital learning tools in Indonesia,
exposing both opportunities and challenges. While some students thrived with access to online resources and
flexible learning modalities, others faced significant barriers due to inadequate infrastructure, lack of devices, and
limited teacher preparedness for technology integration [68]. These disparities underscore the need for
comprehensive strategies that address not only technology provision but also capacity building for teachers and
students to use technology effectively for mathematical literacy development.

Research evidence suggests that technology is most effective when embedded in pedagogical designs that
prioritize sense-making, inquiry, and authentic problem-solving [52], [55]. Technology should serve as a cognitive
tool that amplifies students' mathematical thinking rather than replacing it. For example, dynamic geometry
software is most powerful when students use it to explore conjectures and justify patterns, not merely to produce
accurate diagrams. Similarly, spreadsheets support mathematical modeling when students design their own
formulas to represent real-world relationships, not just when they follow step-by-step tutorials.

Therefore, effective technology integration for mathematical literacy requires a systemic approach:
investment in infrastructure and devices, professional development for teachers in TPACK, curriculum resources
that model productive technology use, and policies that ensure equitable access. Without attention to these
interconnected dimensions, technology risks exacerbating rather than reducing educational inequalities.

2.3. Overview of Minimum Competency Assessment (AKM)

AKM is a fundamental assessment that improves the quality of learning and develops students' potential
so they can participate positively in society. The aim of implementing AKM is to improve student's literacy skills,
both numeracy and reading literacy and to strengthen students' character in Indonesia [69]. Meriana's opinion is
supported by the statement that the aim of establishing AKM is to measure students' level of competency in
Indonesia so that it is hoped that all students can achieve high competency [70]. Based on these goals, it is hoped
that student's ability to solve literacy problems will increase and the quality of education in Indonesia will begin
to improve, considering the low level of student ability and education in Indonesia today.

Looking at the statistical data from the PISA scores that have been carried out, it is clear that the
achievements of Indonesian students in the international field still need to be higher. This is due to the low literacy
skills of students in Indonesia. Therefore, the Indonesian government is trying to support increasing mathematical
literacy by implementing the AKM policy as a substitute for the national exam since 2020 [71]. Two competencies
are assessed in AKM: student reading literacy and numeracy [72]. There is support for this opinion from another
opinion, which says there are two literacy skills in AKM: language and numeracy [10]. So, AKM tests numeracy
skills and reading literacy skills.

Reading literacy skills are students' abilities to identify, apply, interpret, and reflect on written texts.
Meanwhile, numeracy applies concepts, steps, facts, and mathematical tools to solve practical problems [10], [73].
Then, according to Hendrawati et al. [74], numeracy literacy ability is the use of students' reasoning to manipulate
various mathematical components related to practical life. The AKM test has a composition of problems: content,
context, and students' cognitive processes [10].

Content in language literacy includes fiction texts and information texts. The two texts have significant
differences; information texts contain news or statements of fact, and fiction texts contain information that is purely
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imaginary or fictitious [75]. Meanwhile, the cognitive process of language literacy includes finding information,
namely a person's ability to identify problems to obtain precise information data, then interpretation and integration
the ability to interpret explicit or implied information, and then evaluation and reflection, namely the ability to
judge based on what he has obtained. So that it is helpful in everyday life [10]. Meanwhile, in the context of
language literacy, it consists of personal, namely problems related to personal problems; socio-cultural, namely
practical problems related to conditions or situations in the surrounding community; and scientific, namely
problems related to scientific facts [10].

The content, context, and cognitive process of numeracy in AKM, according to the Ministry of Education
[10], are as follows. Numeracy content includes numbers, measurement and geometry, data and uncertainty, and
algebra. Numbers include representation, sequence of numbers, and operations on numbers, including fractions,
whole numbers, and decimals. Measurement and geometry include recognizing flat shapes and space, using area
and volume in practical problems, and understanding the measurement of length, weight, time, volume and
discharge, and area units using standard units. Data and uncertainty are the understanding, interpreting, and
presenting data and opportunities. Moreover, algebra includes equations and inequalities, ratios, and proportions.
The context of numeracy includes personal, socio-cultural, and scientific. Personal is a problem related to one's
own or personal interests. Socio-cultural issues are related to the interests of individuals, groups, cultures, and
communities. Meanwhile, science is a problem related to scientific issues, facts, or activities.

To address the call for a critical perspective on AKM’s pedagogical and political context, it is important
to note that AKM’s rationale and design sit at the intersection of instructional improvement and system
accountability. Pedagogically, as a low-stakes, system-level assessment, it is meant to yield diagnostic insights for
school interventions, refocus teaching on essential competencies, and encourage formative practices. Its impact,
however, hinges on teachers’ assessment literacy, sustained follow-up support, and alignment between AKM
descriptors and classroom tasks; without adequate professional development and resources, the feedback loop from
assessment to instruction remains weak [10], [21]. Politically, AKM replaces the high-stakes National Examination
to reduce test-driven pressure while supplying evidence for governance, equity monitoring, and resource
allocation. This shift offers benefits, less “teaching to the test” and broader school-quality indicators, but risks
symbolic compliance, uneven regional capacity to act on results, and AKM scores becoming de facto
accountability targets [6], [10], [11], [21], [39].

2.4. Technology-Enhanced Mathematics Learning

Technology-enhanced mathematics learning refers to the purposeful use of digital tools and environments
to support and deepen students’ understanding of mathematical concepts, procedures, and problem-solving
processes. Rather than functioning merely as a medium for delivering content, technology can serve as a cognitive
and interactive environment that enables exploration, experimentation, and the construction of multiple
representations [76]-[81]. Research has shown that when technology is integrated with clear pedagogical
intentions, it can promote student engagement, support conceptual understanding, and foster the development of
mathematical literacy, particularly in contexts that require students to connect mathematical ideas with real-world
situations [57], [82]-[87].

Dynamic mathematics software and interactive digital environments, such as GeoGebra or Desmos,
exemplify how technology can support representation, reasoning, and modeling in mathematics. These tools allow
students to link symbolic, graphical, and numerical representations, manipulate parameters, and observe the effects
of changes in real time, thereby strengthening their representational fluency and algebraic thinking [88], [89]. In
the context of mathematical literacy as framed by PISA and national assessments, such environments can help
students model real-life situations, visualize relationships between quantities, and test different scenarios, which
are central to formulating, applying, and interpreting mathematics in authentic contexts [5], [11], [90]. For AKM-
oriented tasks, these affordances are particularly relevant because they can support students in navigating complex,
information-rich problems that mirror everyday decision-making situations.

Digital assessment and learning analytics form a complementary component of technology-enhanced
mathematics learning by turning process data into actionable insights. Computer-based assessment allows for the
collection of rich data traces, including response sequences, timing information, changes in answers, and the use
of digital tools, which go far beyond what is visible from final scores alone [91], [92]. Learning analytics
techniques can then be applied to identify patterns of misconception, persistent bottlenecks, and typical error
trajectories, providing valuable feedback for both teachers and system designers [93]-[95]. In the context of AKM
and the findings of this study, these approaches offer a powerful way to operationalize students’ cognitive
processes into indicators that can inform the design of digital assessments, intelligent tutoring interventions, and
dashboards for teachers, ultimately supporting more precise, data-informed efforts to improve mathematical
literacy.
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2.5. Digital Assessment, Computer-Based Testing, and Mode Effects in Mathematical Literacy
Measurement

An emerging methodological concern in contemporary assessment is the mode effect, systematic
differences in student performance between paper-based and computer-based tests (CBT). Meta-analyses show
that mode effects vary by item type: computational items show minimal differences, but complex modeling items
(such as the AKM problem employed in this study) can exhibit larger effects due to differences in annotation
affordances, screen navigation demands, and reading behaviors [96].

For AKM specifically, since the national implementation uses CBT with adaptive routing, students' digital
literacy, familiarity with on-screen reading, digital notepads, formula editors, and navigation tools, becomes
intertwined with numeracy measurement. Students accustomed to paper-based annotation (underlining, drawing
arrows, jotting notes, behaviors observable in effective problem-solving) may face additional cognitive load when
translating these strategies to digital interfaces [39]. Conversely, students proficient with digital tools may benefit
from features such as embedded calculators, undo functions, and copy-paste capabilities that reduce working
memory demands.

This interaction implies that reported AKM numeracy levels partially reflect digital literacy, not only
mathematical competency. Research from PISA 2015, when the assessment transitioned from paper to CBT,
documented significant mode effects in several countries, with performance differences attributable to students'
familiarity with computers and their reading strategies on screens [97]. Similar concerns apply to AKM: students
in well-resourced urban schools with regular computer access may demonstrate artificially inflated scores relative
to their mathematical literacy, while students in under-resourced rural schools with limited technology exposure
may be penalized not for mathematical deficits but for digital unfamiliarity.

Several specific aspects of digital assessment interfaces can influence mathematical problem-solving:

1. Annotation and Workspace Limitations: Paper allows spontaneous, flexible notation, circling key
information, drawing auxiliary diagrams, and writing intermediate steps in margins. Digital platforms vary
widely in their annotation tools; constrained workspaces may inhibit students' natural problem-solving
strategies [98].

2. Navigation Complexity: Multi-step problems requiring movement between screens (e.g., stimulus on one
page, questions on another) increase cognitive load and can disrupt problem coherence. Students must
mentally integrate information across interfaces, a demand absent in paper formats.

3. Reading Behavior Differences: Research shows that on-screen reading is often more superficial, with less re-
reading and reduced attention to detail [39]. For mathematical literacy items requiring careful parsing of
contextual information, this can disadvantage students who have not developed effective digital reading
strategies.

4. Technical Fluency: Basic operations, such as typing mathematical expressions, using drop-down menus, and
dragging sliders, consume cognitive resources for less digitally fluent students, resources that could otherwise
be devoted to mathematical thinking.

These mode effects have important implications for interpreting AKM results and for research
methodology. First, comparisons between Indonesia's AKM performance and international PISA results must
account for potential mode-related measurement discrepancies. Second, interventions aimed at improving
mathematical literacy should explicitly address digital literacy development to ensure students can effectively
demonstrate their competencies in CBT environments. Third, research studies employing AKM-style problems
must be transparent about delivery mode and consider how mode choice may shape findings.

In light of these considerations, some researchers and policymakers have called for hybrid assessment
approaches: developing parallel paper-based and CBT versions of literacy assessments, conducting mode-effect
studies to quantify and adjust for differences, and providing students with adequate preparation and practice in
CBT environments before high-stakes administration [21], [97]. Such strategies can help ensure that assessments
measure intended constructs, mathematical literacy, with minimal contamination from construct-irrelevant factors
like digital interface familiarity.

Future research should systematically investigate how assessment mode and digital literacy moderate
students' demonstration of the six fundamental mathematical skills (communication, mathematization,
representation, reasoning, strategy design, and tool use) identified by OECD [39]. Understanding these interactions
will enable more valid interpretation of assessment results and more effective design of technology-enhanced
learning environments.

2.6. Research Gap and Study Positioning: From Qualitative Insight to Technology Design

The literature reviewed above establishes a rich but fragmented landscape, within which three critical
gaps remain. First, there is a disconnection between qualitative research and technology design. Most research on
mathematical literacy follows one of two paths: qualitative or phenomenological studies that richly describe
students’ thinking processes but stop at description, offering only generic recommendations such as “teachers
should provide scaffolding”; or technology intervention studies that test specific tools but are not grounded in a
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deep understanding of the precise cognitive processes the technology should support. This often results in a
misalignment between technological affordances and actual learning needs. Very few studies systematically bridge
qualitative patterns to concrete, operational technology design requirements.

Second, research that uses AKM problems as research instruments remains limited. Although AKM has
been central to Indonesian mathematics assessment since 2020, the majority of mathematical literacy studies still
rely on PISA items. Yet AKM problems have distinct characteristics: stronger cultural contextualization, specific
alignment with the Indonesian curriculum, and design tailored for computer-based delivery. The lack of AKM-
focused research constrains our understanding of how Indonesian students specifically engage with and struggle
through AKM problems.

Third, there is insufficient attention to Indonesian contextual realities. Much of the international literature
on technology-enhanced mathematics learning emerges from high-resource settings, characterized by reliable
infrastructure, abundant devices, and extensive teacher professional development. Indonesian conditions differ
markedly: a pronounced urban—rural digital divide, many schools with unstable electricity and connectivity, wide
variation in teachers’ digital competence, and post-pandemic trauma associated with emergency remote learning.

Against this backdrop, the present study positions itself as an integrative, context-sensitive response to
these three gaps. It bridges qualitative research and technology design by employing hermeneutic phenomenology
to develop a deep understanding of students’ experiences and thinking processes, and then explicitly translating
these findings into concrete technological design requirements. It centers AKM by using AKM-oriented algebra
problems as research instruments, ensuring that the resulting insights speak directly to Indonesia’s national
assessment. Finally, it contextualizes the proposed technological framework by explicitly addressing connectivity
constraints, device limitations, teacher capacity, and cultural appropriateness, so that the solutions proposed are
not only technologically innovative but also feasible and educationally meaningful within the realities of
Indonesian schooling.

3. RESEARCH METHOD

3.1. Research Design

To conduct an in-depth analysis of mathematical literacy that is both pedagogically and technologically
meaningful, the researchers employed a qualitative approach with a hermeneutic phenomenological design. Rather
than merely describing students’ experiences, this approach seeks to interpret the meanings embedded in students’
responses and actions as they solve AKM-oriented mathematical problems, acknowledging the researcher’s active,
reflective role in making sense of lived experience [99], [100]. Pedagogically, this design makes it possible to
uncover how students actually experience and make sense of AKM items, how they read and interpret the problem,
select information, choose representations, carry out solution strategies, and justify their reasoning, thereby
revealing specific points where instruction and scaffolding are most needed. In line with Creswell’s [101] view
that qualitative research uncovers facts through participants’ responses and activities without manipulation, the
data in this study include students’ solution methods, obtained answers, movements, and verbal expressions as
they work on AKM-oriented problems. Technologically, these rich, step-by-step traces of students’ cognitive and
meaning-making processes can be translated into design requirements for digital learning environments: they
inform how AKM-aligned digital assessments should log student actions, which error patterns intelligent tutoring
systems should detect and respond to, and which indicators learning analytics dashboards should visualize to flag
critical breakdowns in problem interpretation, mathematization, or representation.

3.2. Research Phases

To conduct a well-structured research study, the steps of the research process must be determined in
advance. These steps include preparation, research implementation, and generating credible data to be publicly
presented through scholarly works. In this study, we divided the research phases into three stages: the preparation
phase, the research implementation phase, and the data validation phase.

3.2.1. Preparation phase

Activities in this phase include the development of research instruments and the selection of participants.
First, regarding research instruments, in qualitative studies, the researcher acts as the vital instrument; thus, the
success of the research heavily relies on the researcher. As researchers, we focused our research on students'
mathematical literacy and have previously published several papers on mathematical literacy in various reputable
journals, ensuring our competence in conducting this study. To facilitate the researchers as the key instrument, we
also developed auxiliary instruments to obtain more comprehensive information about students' mathematical
literacy. These instruments include a mathematical literacy test instrument and non-test instruments, such as
guidelines for conducting in-depth interviews and observation sheets during the research process. The test
instrument used refers to AKM problems focused on the algebra domain. More specifically, these problems include
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the subdomains of ratio and percentage, which are crucial components of mathematical literacy at the junior high
school level. These problems have been revised to ensure they are relevant to the research objectives and can

accurately measure students' competencies. The test instruments are illustrated in Figure 2.

HARGA CASH
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HARGA KREDIT DAN PEMESANAN
Hubungi: sekarsuli@gmul.cum

Heri adalah seorang karyawan di sebuah perusahaan swasta dengan gaji bulanan 10 juta. Dari
, ia bisa menyisihkan 3 juta sctiap bulannya di luar dana untuk kebutuhan lain. Sclain
ki tabungan sebanyak 450 juta dan sedang berencana untuk membeli rumah.
Namun, Heri ingin memastikan jika harus mencicil, durasinya tidak lebih dari 15 tahun. Baru-
baru ini, Heri mendapatkan tawaran dari Perumahan Sckar Suli. Oleh karena itu, ia
untuk hubungi mercka untuk mendapatkan informasi lebih lanjut tentang
skema kredit rumah yang mercka tawarkan.
Heri adalah seorang suami dan ayah dari tiga anak, serta memiliki scorang asisten rumah
tangga. Mercka membutuhkan sebuah rumah yang sesuai dengan kebutuhan keluarga. Anak
pertama Heri ingin memiliki kamar sendiri, sementara dua anaknya yang lain ingin berbagi
kamar.

Dalam proses pencarian rumah, Heri mendapatkan dua opsi kredit dari perumahan:
1. Kredit selama 10 tahun dengan uang muka minimal 20% dari harga rumah dan

Translation:

Heri is an employee at a private company with a monthly salary of 10 million
rupiahs. From his salary, he can save 3 million rupiahs each month, aside from
other necessary expenses. In addition, he has savings of 450 million rupiahs
and is planning to buy a house. However, Heri wants to ensure that if he has
to take out a loan, the duration should be at most 15 years. Recently, Heri
received an offer from Sekar Suli Housing. Therefore, he contacted them to
get more information about the housing credit scheme they offer.

Heri is a husband and a father of three children, and he also has a household
assistant. They need a house that suits the needs of the family. Heri's eldest
child wants to have their own room, while the other two children are willing
to share a room.

In the process of searching for a house, Heri received two credit options from
the housing complex:

A 10-year loan with a minimum down payment of 20% of the house price and
a fixed monthly instalment with an interest rate of 0.5%.

A 15-year loan with a minimum down payment of 10% of the house price and
a fixed annual instalment with an interest rate of 7.5%.

angsuran bulanan dengan bunga tetap scbesar 0.5%.
2. Kredit selama 15 tahun dengan uang muka minimal 10% dari harga rumah dan

angsuran tahunan dengan bunga tetap sebesar 7.5%. Additionally, it is essential for Heri to ensure that from the 3 million rupiahs

he saves each month, there is still enough left for family emergencies. Help
Heri determine the house and payment scheme that best suits the needs and
financial capabilities of his family.

Selain itu, penting bagi Heri untuk memastikan bahwa dari dana 3 juta yang ia sisihkan setiap
bulannya, masih ada sisa untuk keperluan mendadak keluarga. Bantulah Heri menentukan
rumah dan skema pembayaran yang paling sesuai dengan kebutuhan dan kemampuan finansial
keluarganya.

Figure 2. AKM oriented test instrument

The AKM-oriented algebra item set (ratios and percentages) was developed through expert review and
limited piloting. Content validity was established via a two-round panel of three experts, one AKM assessment
specialist, one mathematics education researcher, and one experienced junior-high mathematics teacher, who
evaluated alignment to AKM content/process descriptors, cognitive demand, linguistic load, and authenticity. Item
wording and data displays were revised accordingly. We then piloted the tasks with [n = 8—12] students from a
comparable school to check clarity, time-on-task, and elicitation of target processes; minor revisions addressed
ambiguous phrasing and reading load.

Interview and observation protocols were similarly expert-reviewed for construct coverage (problem
identification, mathematization, representation, strategy, operations, reasoning) and clarity, and piloted alongside
the items. The semi-structured interview guide included probes to elicit lived experience and meaning-making
(how students recognized key data, why a strategy was chosen, when and how they verified). Observation sheets
specified focal behaviors (marking/annotating, gesture indicating search for data, use of scratch work, verification
moves). These instruments were refined after pilot feedback to enhance qualitative reliability. In the main study,
we triangulated across written work, think-aloud/retrospective interview accounts, and observation notes to
strengthen credibility and confirmability.

Second, regarding participants, we selected junior high school students as participants. Purposive
sampling determined the research subjects whose responses would be further analyzed. A detailed explanation of
the participants is discussed in section 3.4.

3.2.2. Research implementation phase

In this phase, tests, interviews, and observations were conducted with the predetermined participants and
subjects. The activities began with administering the test instruments to all research participants, who were eighth-
grade junior high school students. After the tests were given, we reduced their answers and selected several
participants to be research subjects for further interviews about their answers. These confirmatory interviews
served to reinforce the data obtained from the tests. Subsequently, observations were conducted to monitor
students' movements during the tests and interviews. These responses were recorded and later used to strengthen
the test and interview data. Documentation of the test and interview implementation is presented in Figure 3.

During test administration, students were seated individually in a quiet classroom environment to
minimize distractions. They were provided with the AKM problem on paper, blank answer sheets, and scratch
paper for calculations. Students were given 45 minutes to complete the problem and were encouraged to show all
their work and thinking processes. Researchers observed from a distance, taking field notes on students' behaviors
such as re-reading the problem, marking text, using scratch paper, pausing, and self-checking. These observations
were later triangulated with written responses and interview data.
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Interviews were conducted within 1-3 days after the test, while students' memory of their problem-solving
process was still fresh. Each interview lasted 20-30 minutes and was audio-recorded with students' and parents'
consent. The semi-structured interview protocol began with open-ended questions ("Walk me through how you
approached this problem") and moved to specific probes based on the student's written work ("I see you circled
this part, why did you mark it?" or "You calculated this amount, what does it represent in Heri's situation?").
Interviews were conducted in Bahasa Indonesia, transcribed verbatim, and translated for analysis.

(b)

Figure 3. Research Implementation Documentation: (a) Test-taking and (b) Interview Sessions Data validation
phase

3.2.3. Data validation phase

Activities in this phase are conducted to justify the data obtained during the research implementation,
forming the basis of the resulting theory. This phase involves testing the validity of the data. According to Moloeng
(2019), data validity testing is conducted to verify whether the obtained data is valid. One method used for data
validity testing is triangulation. Triangulation is the process of supporting research findings as evidence for the
interpretation and analysis conducted by the researcher [102], [103]. Among various types of triangulation, method
triangulation was chosen and conducted in two ways: verifying research findings using different techniques and
verifying findings from the same data source [104]. Therefore, this study utilized various data collection techniques
and different sources during the research process. Verification with different techniques was conducted through
tests, interviews, and observations. Meanwhile, source verification was conducted using the same source, namely
the student research subjects.

After ensuring data validity, the researchers sought further justification through existing theories or
research findings to reinforce and support the obtained data. This effort was made to justify a finding as a theory
later, according to Pritchard’s [105] view on knowledge formation. Therefore, the researchers linked the obtained
data with relevant theories, ensuring that the research results significantly contribute to knowledge development
and students' mathematical literacy.

Researcher positioning was explicitly addressed. The team's familiarity with AKM and the school context
eased access and rapport but risked framing student responses through AKM competencies. To counter this, one
researcher moderated sessions and interviews while another observed and recorded gestures and annotations to
reduce single-observer bias. We adopted a non-evaluative stance, clarifying that tasks were for research, not
grading, to lower performance anxiety and impression management. Analytically, we rotated coders across cases,
double-coded a subset of data, and documented adjudication decisions. Overall, we deferred assumptions about
“correct” school procedures in favor of interpreting meaning-in-use, balancing insider expertise with interpretive
openness and transparency about researcher influence.

3.3. Digital Tools and Research Transparency

To enhance the rigor, transparency, and systematic nature of the qualitative analysis, this study integrated
several digital tools throughout the research process. Data collection was supported by digital audio recorders to
capture verbal reasoning, high-resolution scanners to preserve students' written annotations as digital archives, and
tablets for real-time field notes. For data management, all files were organized using a systematic naming
convention and stored in a secure, encrypted cloud platform to ensure data integrity and facilitate team
collaboration. The analysis phase utilized computer-assisted transcription software for verbatim records and
NVivo 12 for systematic coding and thematic analysis. This software allowed the research team to consistently
apply the indicator-response framework, maintain a clear audit trail, and utilize matrix queries to visualize patterns
across literacy indicators.

While the national AKM implementation typically uses computer-based testing (CBT), this study
intentionally administered problems in a paper-based format to better observe natural problem-solving behaviors,
such as spontaneous annotation and marginal notes. This choice minimized construct-irrelevant variance caused
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by varying levels of digital literacy and reduced the cognitive load associated with navigating digital interfaces,
allowing students to focus entirely on mathematical thinking. Although this paper-based context may differ from
the actual CBT experience, it provided a rich, unobstructed view of the cognitive and metacognitive processes
central to this phenomenological design. Ultimately, the integration of these digital tools and methodological
choices facilitated rigorous triangulation across test responses, interview transcripts, and observation notes,
thereby strengthening the credibility and confirmability of the findings.

3.4. Participants

This study involved several students from a junior high school in Surakarta as research participants. The
selection This study involved Year 8 students from a state junior high school in Surakarta, selected because this
level corresponds to the PISA target age and covers algebraic content relevant to social and everyday mathematics.
Approximately 3040 students completed an AKM-oriented algebra test, from which three focal participants were
purposefully selected using purposive sampling [101], [106], [107]. The selection was based on the heterogeneity
of their responses in terms of problem identification, mathematization, representation, strategy, symbolic
operations, and reasoning, so that each chosen script represented a distinct trajectory of strengths and difficulties
and maximized the variation of processes observed in the larger cohort. These three students were then treated as
qualitative cases for in-depth analysis, prioritizing interpretive depth over statistical representativeness. The study
followed institutional ethical protocols, obtained approval from the relevant university ethics committee and school
foundation, secured written parental/guardian consent, and ensured students’ voluntary participation and
anonymity through the use of pseudonyms.

3.5. Data Analysis

The data analysis technique was conducted inductively according to the methodology described by
Creswell [101]. This process began with collecting research data using various techniques, such as mathematical
literacy tests, interviews, and observations with the subjects. Once the data was collected, the next step was to
reduce the data by selecting relevant information aligned with the research indicators. This step aimed to ensure
that the data used in the analysis reached an optimal level of saturation. Next, the researchers presented the reduced
data effectively. The data was presented and grouped based on relevant categories, accompanied by an in-depth
analysis to better understand the research results. Finally, the researchers drew conclusions from the analyzed data.
This process involved comparing various sources to identify patterns and relationships within the data regarding
differences and similarities. By following this process, the researchers ensured that the analyzed data was valid,
well-organized, and supported findings that significantly contribute to existing theories or even develop new ones.

We analyzed the data inductively using the indicator—response matrix in Table 1. First, every excerpt
from written work, interviews, and observations was assigned to one of six mathematical literacy indicators (I1—
16: communication, mathematization, representation, problem-solving strategies, symbolic operations, reasoning).
Within each indicator, we coded the specific response characteristics using a fixed set of patterns (R1-R11) that
capture how students actually worked—for example, how they marked information, transformed data, represented
ideas, planned strategies, executed calculations, and verified results. Each student could display different R-codes
across indicators; the table shows which patterns appeared where for each subject. We then integrated these codes
to trace sequences across the solving process and distilled cross-case themes, for instance, how early
misidentification propagated into weak strategies and execution, or how strong representation stabilized later steps.

Coding Reliability and Transparency. To enhance reliability, we implemented several procedures:

1.  Codebook Development: We developed a detailed codebook defining each indicator (I1-16) and response
pattern (R1-R11) with exemplars from pilot data. This codebook was refined through team discussion until
consensus was reached.

2. Independent Double-Coding: Two researchers independently coded a subset of the data (approximately 30%
of all data sources). Inter-coder agreement was calculated using Cohen's kappa, yielding k = 0.82, indicating
strong agreement.

3. Adjudication Process: Discrepancies in coding were resolved through discussion between coders, with a third
researcher consulted when consensus could not be reached. All adjudication decisions were documented in
memos within NVivo.

4. Audit Trail: All coding decisions, analytical memos, and team discussions were documented systematically
to create a transparent audit trail that enhances the study's confirmability and dependability.

Cross-Case Analysis: After coding individual cases, we conducted cross-case analysis to identify patterns
and themes. Using NVivo's matrix query function, we visualized the distribution of response codes across students
and indicators, revealing the “domino effect” pattern where early difficulties in communication and
mathematization (I1, 12) cascaded into problems with representation, strategy, and operations (I3, 14, I5). This
pattern emerged as the central finding of our study and is elaborated in Section 4.
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4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

These findings outline the responses from the selected subjects, detailing how they solved the AKM
problems through interviews and observations. These responses are then summarized in Table 1, with unique codes
assigned to each response. Subsequently, these responses are analyzed deeply based on the established
mathematical literacy indicators.

Table 1. Snowball sampling process
Research Mathematical literacy indicators
Subjects 11 12 13 14 15 16
Subject 1  RI1 R3 R5 R7 R9 RII
Subject2  RI1 R4 R6 R8 R9 RII
Subject3 R2 R3 R5 R7 RI0 RII

Information:
I1 :Communication 14: Problem-Solving Strategies 16 : Reasoning
12: Mathematization I5: Language and Symbolic Operations R1-R11 : Response 1 to response 11

13 : Representation

4.1. Communication

The first indicator is communication, which aims to observe how students read, interpret, and understand
statements, questions, tasks, or objects. This enables individuals to form a mental model of the situation, which is
crucial in comprehending, clarifying, and formulating a problem. Intermediate results may need to be summarized
and presented during the problem-solving process. Once a solution is found, the problem solver may need to show
the solution and provide an explanation or justification to others.

Referring to Table 1, there are two different responses: response code R1 and response code R2. During
the formulation process, the subject with response code R1 begins by identifying the problem in the question. The
subject is observed reading the information in the question multiple times and occasionally marking specific parts
on the question sheet to understand the situation. After comprehending the information, the subject communicates
the obtained data by writing down important information on the answer sheet, as shown in Figure 4. Through the
interview, the subject explained that marking certain parts of the question was intended to focus on specific
sections to facilitate understanding the problem.

This behavior aligns with effective problem-solving strategies documented in the literature. Active
annotation (underlining, circling, drawing arrows) externalizes the comprehension process and reduces working
memory load by creating external memory aids. Subject 1's deliberate marking of key information (Heri's salary,
savings capacity, house requirements, credit options) demonstrates metacognitive awareness: the student
recognizes the complexity of the problem and employs a strategy to manage information systematically.

In the implementation and interpretation process, the subject communicates the answer by calculating on
scratch paper and then writing the calculations on the answer sheet. This is intended to minimize errors during the
computational process, ensuring that the final answer is as accurate as expected. The subject confirmed this
practice during the interview, where they revealed that performing calculations on scratch paper first helps keep
the answer sheet neat in case of any calculation errors before transferring them to the answer sheet, thus minimizing
mistakes in the final written answer.
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Figure 4. Question sheet (a) and answer sheet (b) for response code R1
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For response code R2, during the formulation stage, the subject identifies the problem by marking specific
parts in the question. However, it is noteworthy that in this response, the subject does not proceed to write down
any information or data on the answer sheet, as seen in Figure 5. A similar pattern can also be observed in the
implementation and interpretation stages, where the subject only performs calculations documented on scratch
paper without rewriting them on the answer sheet. This is also illustrated in Figure 5. When interviewed, the
subjects revealed that they struggled to understand the problem and needed considerable time to comprehend it.
Furthermore, the subject expressed hesitance in providing answers.

This response pattern suggests that the student recognized the problem's complexity (evidenced by
marking behavior) but failed to achieve sufficient comprehension to proceed confidently. The gap between
recognition and comprehension may stem from several factors: limited experience with complex, multi-constraint
optimization problems; weak reading literacy affecting the ability to parse dense contextual information; or anxiety
reducing working memory capacity. The absence of written summary or representation indicates that the student
did not successfully construct a coherent mental model of the problem situation, a critical prerequisite for
mathematical literacy (OECD, 2019a).

Importantly, in a digital assessment environment (as in the actual AKM CBT), students like Subject 2
might face even greater challenges. The ability to annotate flexibly, circling, underlining, drawing connections,
may be constrained by digital interface limitations, potentially exacerbating comprehension difficulties for
struggling students (Jerrim et al., 2018). This mode-related consideration underscores the importance of ensuring
that digital assessment platforms provide robust annotation tools that do not disadvantage students who rely on
these comprehension strategies.
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Figure 5. Question sheet (a) and answer sheet (b) for response code R2

4.2. Mathematization

Mathematization is an indicator that assesses students' ability to transform real-world defined problems
into mathematical forms. Once subjects successfully identify the problem within real-world contexts, they proceed
by documenting the data they acquire. At this stage, accurate data documentation by the subjects plays a crucial
role in transforming the information in the problem into mathematical expressions. This process forms the core of
mathematization skills, where subjects connect real-world scenarios with mathematical language to address the
issues at hand. Referring to Table 1, researchers identified two distinct responses in mathematization.
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Translation:

Given:

- Initial savings of 450 million IDR

g [ £ g '- - e = J - Heri can set aside 3 million IDR per month from his salary

- He needs 4 rooms, so he must choose a type 2 house

— R e X > Jato+ 36 juta - 2eS juba X (0 bk Question: What is the most appropriate payment scheme?
35,000 000 Answer:
—_— — - Option 1: 10-year mortgage
t ¥ - Down payment 20% — 20/100 x 700 million = 140 million IDR
S —— - 12 A - - - Interest 0.5% — 0.5/100 x 700 million = 3.5 million IDR x 10 years = 35 million IDR
= | ;‘; ‘.‘ ol G N x 768 =7C A } = - Total payment = 140 million IDR + 560 million IDR + 35 million IDR = 735 million IDR
L -

= = — —— Option 2: 20-year mortgage
e = > YR - Down payment 10% — 10/100 x 700 million = 70 million IDR

- Interest 7.5% — 7.5/100 x 700 million = 52.5 million IDR
- Total payment = 70 million IDR + 630 million IDR + 52.5 million IDR = 752.5 million IDR

Figure 6. Response sheet with code R3

Based on Figure 6, code R3 indicates that the subject struggled to comprehend information related to
credit option selection. Theted for the lowest down payment, suggesting fixation on the specified options (20%
and 10%). A larger down payment should have been chosen to reduce interest, allowing the subject to pay a
maximum down payment of 450 million. During the interview, the subject explained that lack of focus hindered
their understanding of the problem. Consequently, this lack of focus prevented them from optimally applying their
knowledge to make informed decisions regarding the appropriate down payment choice. The interview highlighted
that more than the problem is needed to improve subjects' ability to make sound decisions. The subject added that
insufficient practice with literacy problems and using abstract textbooks were contributing factors. Unlike code
response R4, where the subject demonstrated a better understanding of the issue, as seen in Figure 7, subjects with
code R4 exhibited superior comprehension of the problem's essence, leading to more appropriate down payment
decisions.

The differences between response codes R3 and R4 highlight the critical role of problem comprehension
in mathematization. This suggests potential for technology-enhanced interventions: interactive problem
environments that scaffold the identification of constraints and decision variables could support students in the
mathematization process. For example, digital tools that prompt students to tag different information types (given
data, unknowns, constraints, goals) before attempting calculations might prevent the premature fixation on
superficial problem features observed in R3.

© Mobe Yo memilih Bumah  dunon Uipe 2 Translation:

e 1. Therefore, Heri chooses his dream house, type 2.
s Apoilm e memilih  tumoh  iduman  vipe 2 Ny L,ehwosm P

100 ,\\,\W\ = If Heri chooses his dream house worth 700 million IDR:
= ————— = 700 million IDR - 450 million IDR = 250 million IDR that needs to be paid.
e e Thus, Heri needs to pay in installments of 7 million IDR.
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Figure 7. Response sheet with code R4

4.3. Representation

In the indicator of representation, the ability of students to illustrate information in various
representational forms to capture a concept is observed. Researchers identified two distinct responses in this
indicator: codes R5 and R6. In code response RS, the subject represented information using various mathematical
symbols, as depicted in the annotated sheet visualization in Figure 8. This figure displays a representative treatment
of monthly salary information and savings schemes. Through this visualization, it is evident that the subject
effectively illustrated information related to monthly salary and savings schemes. This demonstrates that the
subject in code response RS could articulate complex information using mathematical symbols, thereby facilitating
a deeper understanding of the problem content. This understanding was complemented by the subject's ability to
visually communicate the information through a depiction that aligns with the problem's context. In-depth
interviews revealed that the mathematical symbols were used to summarize descriptive information in the problem,
aiding the subject in approaching and solving related problems.
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—7 tobwgon ‘ SR Monthly salary = 10 million IDR - 3 million IDR (savings)
L% : =7 million IDR (money used)

9 400 million IDR — savings

Figure 8. Annotated sheet for code response RS

In code response R6, the subject did not engage in representing the information on the problem sheet, as
visualized in Figure 9. Observing Figure 9, only calculations are visible without any accompanying representation.
Researchers conducted interviews with involved subjects to gain deeper insights into this phenomenon. During
these interviews, the subjects needed help understanding the issues on the problem sheet. Consequently, they
performed calculations based solely on their understanding, leading to limited representation. Thus, the response
in code R6 reflects that limited comprehension of the problem can hinder the subject's ability to generate visual
representations that support a deeper understanding of the problem.
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Translation:
1. Therefore, Heri chooses his dream house, type 2.
= If Heri chooses his dream house worth 700 million IDR:
=700 million IDR - 450 million IDR = 250 million IDR that needs to be paid.
Thus, Heri needs to pay in installments of 7 million IDR.

Figure 9. Response sheet (a) and annotated sheet (b) for code response R6

The representational differences between R5 and R6 are particularly relevant for technology integration.
Dynamic digital environments (e.g., GeoGebra, Desmos) can support students in creating, manipulating, and
linking multiple representations. For instance, a digital workspace might allow students to input textual
information in structured fields, automatically generate visual representations (bar models, tables), and
dynamically link these representations so that changes in one are reflected in others. Such tools can scaffold the
representation process, making it more accessible to students who struggle like Subject in R6.

4.4. Problem-Solving Strategies

The indicator of problem-solving strategies assesses students' ability to select or design a plan or
mathematical strategy to solve problems. This research identified two types of responses within this indicator.
First, in code response R7, when planning problem-solving strategies, the subject planned to calculate various
possibilities that would occur if they chose the credit options given on the problem sheet. This condition can be
seen in the subject's response sheet in Figure 10.
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Translation:

Given:
- Initial savings of 450 million IDR
- Heri can set aside 3 million IDR per month from his salary
- He needs 4 rooms, so he must choose a type 2 house
Question: What is the most appropriate payment scheme?
Answer:
Option 1: 10-year mortgage
Down payment 20% — 20/100 x 700 million = 140 million IDR
Interest 0.5% — 0.5/100 x 700 million = 3.5 million IDR x 10 years = 35 million IDR
Total payment = 140 million IDR + 560 million IDR + 35 million IDR = 735 million IDR
Option 2: 20-year mortgage
Down payment 10% — 10/100 x 700 million = 70 million IDR
Interest 7.5% — 7.5/100 x 700 million = 52.5 million IDR

Total payment = 70 million IDR + 630 million IDR + 52.5 million IDR = 752.5 million IDR
Therefore, Heri should choose the first option because it only requires a total payment of 735 million IDR, which can be covered by:
=450 million IDR + 3 million IDR x 12 months x 10 years
=450 million IDR + 360 million IDR

= 810 million IDR
To pay for the house, Heri only needs 735 million IDR, so he will still have 75 million IDR left for family needs.

Figure 10. Subject's response sheet for code response R7

Referring to Figure 10, it is clear that the subject in code response R7 devised a payment scheme that
could have been more optimal. Errors in this mathematical aspect impacted the strategy they planned to use to
solve the problem, ultimately leading to inaccurate answers. In code response R7, the scheme should have included
details of monthly instalment payments and their costs, but the subject instead calculated the total overall payment.
Thus, misunderstanding in this area directed the subject towards an inappropriate strategy in problem-solving.
Additionally, there were errors in the down payment selection, which is the initial step in the mathematization
process. This mistake also negatively affected the problem-solving strategy executed by the subject, as an incorrect
down payment would influence all calculations and payment plans formulated. All of these aspects demonstrate
that an inadequate understanding of mathematization can lead to inefficient problem-solving strategies and
subsequently affect the accuracy of the answers provided. Thus, errors made by the subject at the initial stages of
problem-solving can cascade into errors in subsequent stages.

The following code response is R8. The subject with code response R8 demonstrated the ability to devise
a more appropriate payment scheme in the given problem-solving scenario. However, another aspect warrants
attention: the formula used to calculate the credit instalments needed to be visible on the subject's response sheet.
However, this formula is crucial in determining the monthly instalments, which are then compared to the monthly
amount set aside from the income earned. During the interview, the subjects revealed they were unaware of the
specific formula used; instead, they relied on another formula they understood to solve the problem. For further
understanding of the subject's response with code RS, additional details from the subject's response sheet can be
seen in Figure 11.
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Figure 11. Subject's response sheet for code response RS

The cascading errors observed in R7, where misidentification in the mathematization phase led to
inappropriate strategy selection, illustrate the domino effect that is central to our findings. This pattern has
important implications for intelligent tutoring systems (ITS) design: effective ITS should monitor students'
problem-solving trajectories and intervene at critical decision points (e.g., "Before calculating total payment, have
you determined what Heri can afford for down payment?") to prevent cascading errors.

4.5. Language and Symbolic Operations

Translation:

Given:
- Initial savings of 450 million IDR
- Heri can set aside 3 million IDR per month from his salary
- He needs 4 rooms, so he must choose a type 2 house
Question: What is the most appropriate payment scheme?
Answer:
Option 1: 10-year mortgage
Down payment 20% — 20/100 x 700 million = 140 million IDR
Interest 0.5% — 0.5/100 x 700 million = 3.5 million IDR x 10 years = 35 million IDR
Total payment = 140 million IDR + 560 million IDR + 35 million IDR = 735 million IDR
Option 2: 20-year mortgage
Down payment 10% — 10/100 x 700 million = 70 million IDR
Interest 7.5% — 7.5/100 x 700 million = 52.5 million IDR
Total payment = 70 million IDR + 630 million IDR + 52.5 million IDR = 752.5 million IDR
Therefore, Heri should choose the first option because it only requires a total payment of 735 million IDR, which can be covered by:
=450 million IDR + 3 million IDR x 12 months x 10 years
=450 million IDR + 360 million IDR
= 810 million IDR
To pay for the house, Heri only needs 735 million IDR, so he will still have 75 million IDR left for family needs.

Figure 12. Subject's response sheet for code response R9

The indicator of language and symbolic operations examines students' ability to execute mathematical
computations based on their previously planned strategies. Researchers identified two types of responses within
this indicator, namely R9 and R10. In code response R9, the subject performed direct calculation computations on
the answer sheet, as seen in Figure 12. Referring to this figure, the subject made several calculation errors, ranging
from the down payment calculation and calculation of credit interest for each option to the total calculation.
However, an incorrect problem identification led to an inappropriate problem-solving strategy, resulting in errors
in the obtained answers despite the correct mathematical calculations. This condition confirms that errors at the
beginning of problem-solving cascade into subsequent stages of problem resolution.

This response contrasts with code response R10, where calculations were not written on the answer sheet,
and the subject only performed calculations on the provided annotation sheet, leaving their response sheet blank
until the end. This can be observed in Figure 13. Response R10 indicates that the subject may have focused more
on planning and strategizing mathematical calculations than executing them on the annotation sheet without
writing them on the answer sheet. During interviews conducted by researchers to gather more information, subjects
in this response revealed that they performed calculations but did not arrive at an answer, thus running out of time
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and leaving their answer sheet blank. Excerpts from these interviews confirm that time management is crucial in
problem-solving, and a complete understanding of information and proper strategies can impact the accuracy of
answers.

This response contrasts with code response R10, where calculations were not written on the answer sheet,
and the subject only performed calculations on the provided annotation sheet, leaving their response sheet blank
until the end. This can be observed in Figure 13. Response R10 indicates that the subject may have focused more
on planning and strategizing mathematical calculations than executing them on the annotation sheet without
writing them on the answer sheet. During interviews conducted by researchers to gather more information, subjects
in this response revealed that they performed calculations but did not arrive at an answer, thus running out of time
and leaving their answer sheet blank. Excerpts from these interviews confirm that time management is crucial in
problem-solving, and a complete understanding of information and proper strategies can impact the accuracy of
answers.
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Figure 13. Annotation sheet (a) and answer sheet (b) for code response R10

4.6. Reasoning

The final indicator, reasoning, evaluates students' ability to engage in logical thinking processes and
connect problem elements to conclude, verify given justifications, or provide justifications for statements or
solutions to the problem. The responses obtained by researchers for this indicator were consistent under code
response R11, where subjects failed to recheck what they had obtained from each problem-solving stage. As a
result, the conclusions provided by the subjects deviated significantly from what was required in the problem.
Moreover, the answers could have been more accurate, leading to errors in the conclusions. During interviews,
subjects expressed that they did not recheck their answers due to limited time and a lack of habit to verify all
results obtained from each stage; they were only accustomed to checking calculations.

Based on these interviews, it appears crucial to undergo a comprehensive checking process at all stages
of problem-solving, from problem identification to the final results in the form of answers or conclusions. This is
necessary because focusing only on checking calculations poses the risk that errors may occur in the problem
identification stage. In other words, even if mathematical calculations may be considered correct in procedural
terms, if the problem has yet to be accurately identified, the verification process will be ineffective, and the
resulting answers will still be incorrect. Therefore, the checking process should encompass all stages of problem-
solving, including the initial stage of understanding the problem itself. This ensures that the problem identification
is done correctly before proceeding to mathematical calculations. Thus, holistic checking will help avoid errors
that may occur in various stages of problem-solving and ensure that the solutions provided are correct and accurate.

4.7. Technological Implications: Translating Qualitative Patterns into Digital Design Requirements

The qualitative patterns documented in Sections 4.1-4.6 reveal distinct and recurrent error trajectories in
students’ mathematical literacy processes. These patterns are not random or idiosyncratic; rather, they follow
predictable sequences and display characteristic behavioral signatures. Such predictability opens up meaningful
opportunities for technological intervention. When these patterns can be detected in real time through process
logging, digital systems can provide adaptive scaffolding at critical junctures, while teachers receive actionable
alerts to inform instruction. In this section, we translate these qualitative insights into concrete technological design
requirements, organized by literacy indicator.
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For the Communication indicator (I1), the qualitative findings show two dominant response patterns: R1
(partial or incomplete identification of relevant information) and R2 (no active marking and largely passive
reading). Students who exhibit R1 and R2 tend to misunderstand key problem constraints, which then produce
cascading errors in subsequent stages of problem solving. In a digital environment, the quality of students’
communication and problem identification can be inferred from multiple behavioral signals. These include
annotation metrics (for example, coverage defined as the proportion of information units that are annotated, and
relevance defined as the proportion of annotations that target key information), reading behavior (such as dwell
time on critical versus peripheral information), and temporal patterns (for instance, detecting when students
proceed quickly to the next step without any annotation within a short time window). These signals can trigger
tiered adaptive scaffolding, beginning with basic prompts to “identify all important information,” followed by
more guided questions, and, where necessary, worked examples. For teachers, a dashboard can visualize a class-
level heatmap of annotation coverage, display individual timelines of interaction with the text, and generate real-
time alerts when students exhibit high-risk patterns such as R1 or R2. To ensure feasibility in Indonesia, the system
should provide a Bahasa Indonesia interface, operate in offline mode with later synchronization, be mobile-
responsive, and function under low-bandwidth conditions.

For the remaining indicators (Mathematization, Representation, Problem-Solving Strategies, Symbolic
Operations, and Reasoning; 12-16), a similar logic of technological translation applies. For Mathematization (12),
systems can analyze the structure of students’ formulas, map variables to the problem context, and offer modeling
scaffolds when mismatches appear. For Representation (I3), algorithms can classify the types of representations
students choose (such as tables, graphs, equations, or verbal explanations) and suggest alternative or
complementary representations when appropriate. For Problem-Solving Strategies (14), the system can prompt
students to articulate their plans, detect when they are stuck or cycling unproductively, and provide metacognitive
support. For Symbolic Operations (I5), automatic checking of calculations and recognition of common error
patterns can help students correct themselves in real time. For Reasoning (I6), technology can track whether
students verify their answers, perform reasonableness checks, and reflect on their solution paths, offering prompts
when verification behaviors are absent. Each of these areas requires corresponding detection algorithms, layers of
adaptive scaffolding, and dashboard specifications that are explicitly designed with Indonesia’s infrastructural
conditions and teacher capacity in mind.

A central implication of this study is the cascading nature of errors across indicators I1 to 16, in which
early misinterpretation produces a “domino effect” that leads to subsequent failures in mathematization,
representation, strategy selection, symbolic manipulation, and reasoning. This insight motivates the design of a
“Domino Effect Dashboard” that provides early warnings when high-risk patterns in communication (such as R1
and R2) are detected, visualizes likely pathways of error propagation, and tracks the impact of interventions over
time. By foregrounding these high-leverage points, the dashboard enables teachers to focus their efforts where
they can most effectively disrupt the cascade of errors and support students’ development of robust mathematical
literacy.

Building on these findings, we propose a comprehensive technology-enhanced framework for
mathematical literacy development aligned with AKM assessment. The framework consists of three integrated
components that directly address the specific error patterns and cognitive processes identified in our qualitative
analysis, while remaining feasible and appropriate for the Indonesian educational context.

4.7.1. Component 1: Intelligent Diagnostic Assessment System

The first component is an intelligent diagnostic assessment system designed to detect where students
struggle in the problem-solving process through real-time process logging and pattern recognition. A process-
logging dashboard tracks reading time, annotation patterns, calculation attempts, and answer changes, and then
generates individual and class-level process profiles. Rule-based algorithms classify errors by literacy indicators
(I1-16) and map them onto the response patterns observed in the qualitative phase (R1-R11), while a real-time
alert system flags high-risk trajectories and suggests timely interventions.

To support implementation in Indonesia, the system should be optimized for low-bandwidth
environments (including 2G/3G connections), provide an offline mode with subsequent synchronization, use a
Bahasa Indonesia interface, incorporate culturally relevant contexts, and integrate smoothly with AKM-style
assessments. A mobile-first design and basic accessibility features will further enhance usability across diverse
school settings.

4.7.2. Component 2: Adaptive Scaffolding Engine

The second component is an adaptive scaffolding engine that delivers context-sensitive, timely support
based on the error patterns detected by the diagnostic system. This engine employs a tiered scaffolding approach,
ranging from gentle prompts to more explicit guided steps and, when necessary, fully worked examples. Each
qualitative response pattern (R1-R11) is linked to specific triggers and corresponding scaffolds, ensuring that
support is tailored to the underlying cognitive difficulty rather than generic or one-size-fits-all.
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The design of this component is guided by core pedagogical principles: scaffolds are temporary and fade
as students gain competence; they aim to strengthen metacognitive awareness; they are culturally responsive; and
they are aligned with constructivist views of learning that emphasize students’ active construction of
understanding. In technological terms, this engine can draw on architectures similar to cognitive tutors, adaptive
learning systems, and conversational agents that employ natural language processing, as well as repositories of
worked examples and tools such as dynamic visualization software.

4.7.3. Component 3: Teacher Analytics Dashboard

The third component is a teacher analytics dashboard that synthesizes complex student data into clear,
actionable insights for classroom instruction, differentiation, and formative assessment. At the class level, the
dashboard can provide heatmaps of performance across indicators 11-16, distributions of error patterns, and
trajectories of progress over time. At the individual level, it can display detailed learning profiles, including process
logs that highlight how students interact with problems, where they hesitate, and how they respond to scaffolds.

Importantly, the dashboard offers actionable recommendations by suggesting instructional responses to
recurring patterns and linking teachers to relevant teaching resources. It also incorporates the “domino effect”
visualization, using interactive diagrams to show how early misunderstandings in communication propagate
through mathematization, representation, strategy use, symbolic operations, and reasoning. Predictive alerts and
data on the effectiveness of past interventions help teachers refine their strategies and allocate attention to students
most in need. To build teacher capacity, the dashboard embeds professional learning resources, short video
tutorials, and community features, and gradually reveals more advanced analytics as teachers’ confidence and
expertise grow.

4.7.4. Framework Integration and Implementation Roadmap

These three components are designed to function as a coherent, mutually reinforcing system. The
intelligent diagnostic assessment captures rich process data; the adaptive scaffolding engine responds to this data
in real time to support students; and the teacher analytics dashboard aggregates and interprets the data to guide
instructional decision-making. Together, they form a hybrid human—Al system that leverages technology’s
strengths in monitoring, feedback, and pattern detection while preserving teachers’ irreplaceable roles in relational
support, contextual judgment, and motivation.

Implementation of this framework can proceed in phased stages. An initial design and development phase
involves co-design sessions with teachers and local stakeholders, development of core features, construction of an
Indonesian-language content library, and iterative usability testing. A subsequent pilot phase deploys the system
in a small number of diverse schools, accompanied by intensive professional development for teachers and ongoing
refinement based on effectiveness data. A final scale-up phase gradually expands adoption through train-the-trainer
models, alignment with ministry initiatives, and the establishment of sustainable technical support structures.

Success can be evaluated through multiple metrics, including improvements in students’ AKM
performance and reduction in specific error patterns, levels of teacher adoption and perceived usefulness of the
dashboard, system performance and reliability in low-resource contexts, and indicators of equity such as reductions
in achievement gaps across regions or socioeconomic groups. Through this integrated and context-sensitive
framework, the study demonstrates how qualitative insights into students’ lived experiences with AKM problems
can be systematically translated into a feasible, technology-enhanced pathway for strengthening mathematical
literacy in Indonesia.

The results revealed there are five mathematical literacy indicators, which are communication,
mathematician, representation, problem-solving strategies, language and symbolic operations, and reasoning.
Furthermore, this research also identified three key problem-solving processes within mathematical literacy:
formulation, implementation, and interpretation. Communication skills are essential in observing how students
articulate these processes during problem-solving. Findings indicate that during the formulation process, students
identify issues by marking specific parts. Muhaimin et al., [72] and Muhaimin & Kholid [4] reveal that using
annotations in problems aids students in understanding the information presented, focusing their attention on
pertinent details. Subsequently, during implementation and interpretation, students perform calculations on
annotation sheets. Herholdt & Sapire [108] assert that performing calculations on annotation sheets reduces errors
in calculations or planning problem-solving strategies. Thus, annotating problem sheets before transferring
answers to response sheets constitutes a form of communication during problem-solving, enhancing students'
understanding and minimizing calculation errors.

Additionally, the results revealed errors among students in understanding information, leading to data
transformation mistakes in this mathematization indicator. Mathematical literacy involves everyday problem-
solving [11], and problems are typically framed around daily life scenarios [109]. Therefore, it is crucial to record
and comprehend relevant data accurately. Sometimes, problem statements may contain unnecessary additional
information [110], necessitating the ability to sift through and focus on essential data a fundamental aspect of
mathematical literacy. Moreover, clear and systematic data notation is essential [111] to aid in thinking processes
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and problem-solving. Errors in data recording can lead to inaccuracies in solutions. According to Sundayana &
Parani [112], initial errors in problem-solving by students often stem from incomplete or inaccurate data gathered
from the problem statement, affecting subsequent processes and potentially resulting in incorrect formulas and
problem-solving strategies. Therefore, precision in this process is paramount. In mathematical literacy, these skills
facilitate problem-solving and prove valuable in students' daily lives [3], [37].

Besides that, practical representation skills are crucial when students can provide comprehensive
illustrations such as mathematical symbols, tables, and relevant diagrams about complex information. This is
particularly important given that findings indicate distinct characteristics between the two responses. In this
context, one response in R6 struggled with understanding the problem, resulting in their inability to provide
appropriate representations of the problem. This finding aligns with statements in Minarni et al. [113] research,
emphasizing the importance of a deep understanding of information in the representation process. Therefore,
efforts to enhance students' representation skills should be supported by solid efforts to deepen their understanding
of the material being studied.

Furthermore, the ability to devise problem-solving strategies is also found critical to mathematical literacy
because it involves performing simple mathematical operations and analyzing, interpreting, and applying
mathematics in various real-life situations [10], [11]. With clear strategies, individuals may be able to find efficient
and effective solutions [114]. Many problems, especially in mathematics, require specific strategies for resolution
[115]. Therefore, having the right strategy can expedite the problem-solving process and improve the accuracy of
answers. However, we found that subjects made errors in selecting the formula for solving problems. Based on the
findings from the formulation of problem-solving strategies, two issues emerged: inaccurate mathematization
processes and lack of understanding of the material. Muhaimin & Kholid [4] stated that while conceptual
understanding in recognizing problem patterns, identifying relationships between variables, and understanding
basic mathematical concepts is crucial, this is only possible if students can transform information into relevant
mathematical language. According to Cho & Nagle [116], a lack of deep understanding of the involved basic
mathematical concepts causes students to make mistakes in choosing the formula to use, resulting in outcomes that
may deviate from expectations. This statement is consistent with our findings that subjects needed to fully grasp
the concepts of discounts and interest, leading to errors in strategy formulation and impacting calculation results.

It has been noted that errors made at the beginning of problem-solving will impact subsequent processes.
Imagine if the foundation of a building needs to be stronger or more accurate. The building is at risk of collapsing
under pressure. Similarly, in mathematical problem-solving, if the foundational understanding or strategy is
inadequate during the formulation stage, the likelihood of obtaining correct answers in subsequent stages
diminishes [117]. This condition is confirmed by code response R9, where it can be seen how initial errors in the
formulation stage affect the results in the implementation stage. Our findings align with studies by Astutik &
Purwasih [118] and Huu Tong & Phu Loc [119], indicating that earlier incorrect steps cause the most incorrect
answers. Therefore, educators must ensure a solid understanding from the beginning so that students have a greater
chance of obtaining correct answers in subsequent stages. Also, students need more time management to improve
Broyden [120] revealed that the longer time spent on previous processes, the less time is available for subsequent
stages.

Building on this, reasoning skills are imperative in solving mathematics problems, enabling subjects to
reflect on their work and draw appropriate conclusions [121]. Researchers observed that subjects could not draw
accurate conclusions due to their lack of habit in rechecking the information they obtained. Ideally, this checking
process should be conducted at every problem-solving stage, not solely in calculation aspects [122]. This action
aims to reduce the likelihood of errors occurring in the initial stages of the problem-solving process. Furthermore,
when subjects reach this stage, they often have limited time remaining. Therefore, time management during work
execution becomes crucial. Understanding the concepts is also critical in ensuring efficient and effective
completion of tasks.

Students frequently cited “not enough time” and “lack of focus” on AKM problems. These are
instructional design issues, not just individual deficits. Spending too long on identifying information and
mathematizing reduces time for checking, consistent with cognitive load theory [123]. Instruction should front
load sense making and representation, then reserve a brief verification phase; structured self explanations and short
checks improve accuracy [124]. Practically, model quick annotation and require a “representation checkpoint”
before computation, as encouraged by the PISA framework [5], [11], which reduces error propagation [108]. To
curb focus loss from heavy text and vague goals, use progressive disclosure and clear sub goals, plus worked
example pairs with fading and brief think alouds [125]. Finally, institutionalize timed “audit passes” and peer
review aligned to the six indicators to sustain accuracy and reduce cascading errors [126].

The findings of this study provide a critical blueprint for both pedagogical and technological interventions
aimed at improving mathematical literacy. Pedagogically, the evidence of cascading errors underscores the need
for instructional routines that prioritize problem identification, data selection, and representation before
computation. Teachers should implement structured “checkpoints” based on the six indicators of mathematical
literacy (communication, mathematization, representation, problem-solving strategies, language and symbolic
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operations, and reasoning) to help students internalize a reflective problem-solving cycle and reduce error
propagation. Technologically, these process-level patterns offer design requirements for AKM-aligned digital
assessments, intelligent tutoring systems, and learning analytics. By logging intermediate actions, digital platforms
can detect early warning signs such as incomplete data recording or the absence of representation and then trigger
real-time scaffolds or visualize student trajectories on dashboards to inform targeted teacher interventions.
Despite these insights, the study is limited by its small, purposive sample of three focal cases from a
single school, which prioritizes interpretive depth over statistical generalizability. The focus on a single AKM-
oriented algebra problem also means that different content domains or item types might elicit different error
trajectories. Furthermore, the use of a paper-based format may not fully capture the mode effects present in the
actual computer-based AKM administration, such as navigation constraints and differences in digital annotation.
Future research should therefore employ larger, more diverse samples and utilize authentic CBT environments
with log-file or screen-capture data to validate the cascading-error patterns identified here. In addition, design-
based research is needed to iteratively develop and test the proposed digital scaffolds, intelligent tutoring
interventions, and learning analytics tools derived from the indicators and process patterns revealed in this study.

5.  CONCLUSION

This study examines Indonesian students’ mathematical literacy through qualitative analysis of AKM-
oriented algebra tasks, revealing recurring error patterns across six literacy indicators that form a domino effect,
where early misunderstandings lead to subsequent failures. Based on these findings, the study proposes a
technology-enhanced framework consisting of an Intelligent Diagnostic Assessment System, an Adaptive
Scaffolding Engine, and a Teacher Analytics Dashboard to support real-time error detection, contextual feedback,
and informed teaching, while remaining aligned with Indonesian educational conditions. Technology is positioned
as a pedagogical partner that strengthens, rather than replaces, the teacher’s role. Although the framework is still
theoretical and requires empirical validation, this study highlights the need for integrated efforts combining
qualitative insight, thoughtful technological use, and sustained teacher development to improve mathematical
literacy equitably in Indonesia.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors would like to thank the Ministry of Education, Culture, Research, and Technology
(Kemendikbudristek), the Center for Higher Education Funding (BPPT), and the Education Fund Management
Institute (LPDP) for their support and funding of this research. This research was supported by the Ministry of
Education, Culture, Research, and Technology (Kemendikbudristek), the Center for Higher Education Funding
(BPPT), and the Education Fund Management Institute (LPDP).

USE OF ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE (AI)-ASSISTED TECHNOLOGY

The authors declare that no artificial intelligence (AI) tools were used in the preparation, analysis, or
writing of this manuscript. All aspects of the research, including data collection, interpretation, and manuscript
preparation, were carried out entirely by the authors without the assistance of Al-based technologies.

REFERENCES

[11 J. Kilpatrick, History of Research in Mathematics Education. New York, NY, USA: Springer, 2020, doi: 10.1007/978-
3-030-15789-0_71.

[2] L. H. Muhaimin, R. A. Sholikhakh, and S. Yulianti, “Unlocking the secrets of students’ mathematical literacy to solve
mathematical problems: A systematic literature review,” Eurasia Journal of Mathematics, Science and Technology
Education, vol. 20, no. 4, pp. 1-15, 2024, doi: 10.29333/ejmste/14404.

[3] L. H. Muhaimin, D. Dasari, A. Hendriyanto, R. Andriatna, and S. Sahara, “Can augmented reality enhance students’
mathematical literacy? A study on technological development for learning practice,” International Journal of
Mathematical Education in Science and Technology, pp. 1-34, 2025, doi: 10.1080/0020739X.2025.2502398.

[4] L. H. Muhaimin and M. N. Kholid, “Pupils’ mathematical literacy hierarchy dimension for solving the minimum
competency assessment,” AIP Conference Proceedings, vol. 2727, no. 020091, pp. 1-15, 2023, doi: 10.1063/5.0141406.

[S] OECD, PISA4 2018 Results, vol. 1. Paris, France: OECD Publishing, 2019.

[6] OECD, Programme for International Student Assessment. Paris, France: OECD Publishing.

[71 R. Rokhmayanti and B. Fauzi, “Engaging minds: The effectiveness of illustrated story handouts in teaching chemical
bonding,” Journal of Chemical Learning and Innovation, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 113-119, Jun. 2025, doi:
10.37251/jocli.v2i1.1967.

[8] Kementerian Pendidikan dan Kebudayaan, Enam Literasi Dasar. Jakarta, Indonesia: Kemendikbud.

[9] D.N. Junita and R. D. Prasad, “The effect of using animation videos on students’ speaking ability,” Journal of Language
and Literacy Education Research, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 39-44, 2024, doi: 10.37251/jolle.v1i2.1063.

[10] Ministry of Education, AKM and Its Implications for Learning. Jakarta, Indonesia: Kemendikbud, 2020.

[11] OECD, PISA4 2021 Mathematics Framework, 2nd ed. Paris, France: OECD Publishing, 2021.

Analyzing the Mathematical Literacy of Indonesian Students: Characteristics,, ... (Lukman Hakim Muhaimin)



320

) ISSN: 3021-7865

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]
[16]
[17]
(18]
[19]
[20]
[21]
[22]
[23]

[24]

(23]
[26]
[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]
[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

N. N. Le and M. Z. Aye, “The effect of integrating green sustainable science and technology into STEM learning on
students’ environmental literacy,” Integrated Science Education Journal, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 232-239, 2025, doi:
10.37251/isej.v6i3.2116.

K. Stacey, “The PISA view of mathematical literacy in Indonesia,” Journal on Mathematics Education, vol. 2, no. 2, pp.
95-126, 2011, doi: 10.22342/jme.2.2.746.95-126.

H. Barjestesh, P. Vijayaratnam, M. Sabzevari, N. Fatehi Rad, K. Rabani, and M. Manoochehrzadeh, “Digital literacy of
Iranian English as a Foreign Language (EFL) teachers: Teaching experience in focus,” Forum for Linguistic Studies, vol.
7,no. 1, pp. 163—171, Jan. 2025, doi: 10.30564/fls.v7i1.7244.

F. K. Nisa and E. Arliani, “Junior high school students’ mathematical literacy in terms of mathematical self-efficacy,”
Jurnal Elemen, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 283-297, 2023, doi: 10.29408/jel.v9i1.7140.

A. Schleicher, PISA 2018: Insights and Interpretations. Paris, France: OECD Publishing, 2018.

OECD, “PISA 2022 Results: Indonesia,” Language Science Education, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 1-9, 2023.

A. H. Dewantara, Zulkardi, and Darmawijoyo, “Assessing seventh graders’ mathematical literacy in solving PISA-like
tasks,” Journal on Mathematics Education, vol. 6, no. 2, pp. 117-128, 2015, doi: 10.22342/jme.6.2.2163.117-128.

I. Fauzi and J. Chano, “Online learning: How does it impact on students’ mathematical literacy in elementary school?”
Journal of Education and Learning, vol. 11, no. 4, p. 220, 2022, doi: 10.5539/jel.v11n4p220.

J. Jailani, H. R. Retnawati, N. F. Wulandari, and H. Djidu, “Mathematical literacy proficiency development based on
content, context, and process,” Problems of Education in the 21st Century, vol. 78, no. 1, pp. 80-101, 2020, doi:
10.33225/pec/20.78.80.

Pusmendik, Asesmen Nasional. Jakarta, Indonesia: Pusat Asesmen Pendidikan.

T. T. T. Linh, T. T. M. Huong, and N. Thammachot, “Sustainable nutrient management for NFT hydroponic lettuce:
Integrating kipahit (Tithonia diversifolia) liquid organic fertilizer with AB-mix,” Integrated Science Education Journal,
vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 240248, Sep. 2025, doi: 10.37251/isej.v6i3.2118.

T. R. Hayati, “Analysis of mathematical literacy processes in high school students,” International Journal of Trends in
Mathematics Education Research, vol. 2, no. 3, pp. 116—119, 2019, doi: 10.33122/ijtmer.v2i3.70.

A. Ozkale and E. Ozdemir Erdogan, “An analysis of the interaction between mathematical literacy and financial literacy
in PISA,” International Journal of Mathematical Education in Science and Technology, vol. 53, no. 8, pp. 1983-2003,
2022, doi: 10.1080/0020739X.2020.1842526.

L. M. Thien, “Malaysian students’ performance in mathematics literacy in PISA from gender and socioeconomic status
perspectives,” Asia-Pacific Education Researcher, vol. 25, no. 4, pp. 657-666, 2016, doi: 10.1007/s40299-016-0295-0.

A. Wijaya, “Students’ information literacy: A perspective from mathematical literacy,” Journal on Mathematics
Education, vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 73-82, 2016, doi: 10.22342/jme.7.2.3532.73-82.

Y. Yuliati, “View metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk,” Jurnal Cakrawala Pendas, vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 21—
28,2017, doi: 10.31949/jcp.v3i2.592.

Septiana and J. Asidi, “Reproductive health literacy enhancement through school-based health education for
adolescents,” Journal of Health Innovation and Environmental Education, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 61-67, 2025, doi:
10.37251/jhiee.v2i1.2005.

P. Astuti, “Mathematical literacy ability and higher order thinking ability,” Prosiding Seminar Nasional Matematika, vol.
1, no. 1, pp. 263-268, 2018.

P. Turiman, J. Omar, A. M. Daud, and K. Osman, “Fostering the 21st century skills through scientific literacy and science
process skills,” Procedia — Social and Behavioral Sciences, vol. 59, pp. 110-116, 2012, doi:
10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.09.253.

H. Habiburrohman, E. Supartini, and P. O. Onchera, “The effect of peer assessment through Twitter on students’ writing
of analytical exposition text,” Journal of Language and Literacy Education Research, vol. 1,no. 1, pp. 18-24, Jun. 2024,
doi: 10.37251/jolle.v1i1.997.

Y. Kurniawan, “Motivation of class XI students towards learning physical education, sports, and health,”
Multidisciplinary Journal of Tourism, Hospitality, Sport, and Physical Education, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 1620, Jun. 2024,
doi: 10.37251/jthpe.v1i1.1038.

M. Huda and A. Hashim, “Towards professional and ethical balance: Insights into application strategy on media literacy
education,” Kybernetes, vol. 51, no. 3, pp. 1280-1300, 2022, doi: 10.1108/K-07-2017-0252.

E. Sepianti and S. Sulastri, “Investigating anecdotal text writing ability of tenth-grade learners,” Journal of Language
and Literacy Education Research, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 126—132, Jul. 2025, doi: 10.37251/jolle.v2i1.1961.

M. I. Syam, F. A. Falemu, and M. B. Hussain, “Integration of Qur’anic and Hadith values in evolution learning:
Innovation of biology modules based on faith education,” Journal of Academic Biology Education, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 66—
74,2024, doi: 10.37251/jouabe.v1i2.1143.

B. J. Nail-Chiwetalu and N. B. Ratner, “Information literacy for candidates,” Language, Speech, and Hearing Services
in Schools, vol. 37, no. 3, pp. 157-167, 2006, doi: 10.1044/0161-1461(2006/018).

M. Geng and A. K. Erbas, “Secondary mathematics teachers’ conceptions of mathematical literacy,” International
Journal of Education in Mathematics, Science and Technology, vol. 7, no. 3, pp. 222-237, 2019.

[38] S. Sumirattana, A. Makanong, and S. Thipkong, “Using realistic mathematics education and the DAPIC problem-solving
process to enhance secondary school students’ mathematical literacy,” Kasetsart Journal of Social Sciences, vol. 38, no.
3, pp- 307-315, 2017, doi: 10.1016/j.kjss.2016.06.001.

[39] OECD, What Is PISA?, Paris, France: OECD Publishing, 2019, doi: 10.1787/2¢7¢311d-en.

[40] G. Aksu, C. O. Giizeller, and M. T. Eser, “Analysis of mathematics literacy performance using hierarchical linear
modeling: The case of PISA 2012 Turkey,” Education and Science, vol. 42, no. 191, pp. 247-266, 2017, doi:
10.15390/EB.2017.6956.

Jou. Ed. Tech. Lrg. Crtv, Vol. 3, No. 2, December 2025: 298 - 323



Jou. Ed. Tech. Lrg. Crtv ISSN: 3021-7865 d 321

[41] G. Aksu and C. O. Giizeller, “Classification of PISA 2012 mathematical literacy scores using decision-tree methods,”
Education and Science, vol. 41, no. 185, pp. 101-122, 2016, doi: 10.15390/EB.2016.4766.

[42] H. S. Almarashdi and A. M. Jarrah, “Assessing tenth-grade students’ mathematical literacy skills in solving PISA
problems,” Social Sciences, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 1-14, 2023, doi: 10.3390/socsci12010033.

[43] M. Altun, “A new classification proposal for mathematical literacy problems,” Educational Sciences: Theory & Practice,
vol. 42, no. 190, pp. 171-188, 2017, doi: 10.15390/EB.2017.190.

[44] A. Aydogan Yenmez and S. Gokge, “Investigating the role of modeling practices on mathematical literacy,” Bartin
University Journal of Faculty of Education, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 180-189, 2023, doi: 10.14686/buefad.1027353.

[45] U. Zainiyah and M. Marsigit, “Improving mathematical literacy of primary school students through problem-solving,”
Journal of Education and Learning, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 98-103, 2019, doi: 10.11591/edulearn.v13i1.11519.

[46] H. B. Canbazoglu and K. Tarim, “An activity-based approach to improving mathematical literacy and awareness of pre-
service elementary teachers,” Pegem Journal of Education and Instruction, vol. 10, no. 4, pp. 1183-1218, 2020, doi:
10.14527/pegegog.2020.036.

[47] F.M. Firdaus and T. Herman, “Improving primary students’ mathematical literacy through problem-based learning and
direct instruction,” Educational Research and Reviews, vol. 12, no. 4, pp. 212-219, 2017, doi: 10.5897/ERR2016.3072.

[48] V. M. Kolar and T. Hodnik, “Mathematical literacy from the perspective of solving contextual problems,” European
Journal of Educational Research, vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 467-483, 2021, doi: 10.12973/EU-JER.10.1.467.

[49] T.Kozakli Ulger, I. Bozkurt, and M. Altun, “Analyzing in-service teachers’ processes of mathematical literacy problem
posing,” International Electronic Journal of Mathematics Education, vol. 17, no. 3, p. em0687, 2022, doi:
10.29333/iejme/11985.

[50] M.S. Tapan Broutin, G. Kaleli Y1ilmaz, G. M. Bayram, and K. Ada, “Investigation of documentation processes of students
with low and high levels of mathematical literacy,” Journal of Pedagogical Research, vol. 5, no. 4, pp. 189-213, 2021,
doi: 10.33902/jpr.2021474615.

[51] K. Ananiadou and M. Claro, “21st century skills and competences for new millennium learners in OECD countries,”
OECD Education Working Papers, no. 41, 2009.

[52] J. Boaler, “Designing mathematics classes to promote equity and engagement,” Journal of Mathematical Behavior, vol.
41, pp. 172-178, 2016, doi: 10.1016/j.jmathb.2015.01.002.

[53] M. M. Jackson, A. Abdallah, and O. Alfaki, “Advancing sustainable development goal 6: Innovations, challenges, and
pathways for clean water and sanitation,” Integrated Science Education Journal, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 224-231, 2025, doi:
10.37251/isej.v6i3.2114.

[54] W. Puspitasari, “The influence of health education through social media on students’ knowledge about anemia,” Journal
of Health Innovation and Environmental Education, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 14—19, 2024, doi: 10.37251/jhiee.v1i1.1034.

[55] A. H. Schoenfeld, “Problematizing the didactic triangle,” ZDM — Mathematics Education, vol. 44, no. 5, pp. 587-599,
2012, doi: 10.1007/s11858-012-0395-0.

[56] J. N. Moschkovich, “Academic literacy in mathematics for English learners,” Journal of Mathematical Behavior, vol.
40, pp. 43-62, 2015, doi: 10.1016/j.jmathb.2015.01.005.

[57] L.H. Muhaimin, Y. S. Kusumah, D. Juandi, A. Hendriyanto, and S. Sahara, “The role of augmented reality-based media
for enhancing students’ mathematical ability: A systematic literature review,” in Proceedings of the ETLTC-ICETM
2023: ICT Integration in Technical Education and Entertainment Technologies, Aizawakamatsu, Japan, 2023, p. 70001,
doi: 10.1063/5.0182121.

[58] C. Hoyles and J.-B. Lagrange, Mathematics Education and Technology: Rethinking the Terrain. New York, NY, USA:
Springer, 2010.

[59] A. Hendriyanto, D. Suryadi, S. Sahara, D. Fardian, 1. Pauji, and L. H. Muhaimin, “From tools to thought partners:
Optimizing technology as extended cognition for innovative didactic design,” AIP Conference Proceedings, vol. 3220,
no. 1, pp. 1-9, Oct. 2024, doi: 10.1063/5.0234677.

[60] E. Geraniou and U. T. Jankvist, “Towards a definition of ‘mathematical digital competency,
Mathematics, vol. 102, no. 1, pp. 29-45, 2019, doi: 10.1007/s10649-019-09893-8.

[61] J.Olive, K. Makar, V. Hoyos, L. K. Kor, O. Kosheleva, and R. StrdBer, Mathematical Knowledge and Practices Resulting
from Access to Digital Technologies, vol. 13. New York, NY, USA: Springer, 2010, doi: 10.1007/978-1-4419-0146-0_8.

[62] P. Mishra and M. J. Koehler, “Technological pedagogical content knowledge: A framework for teacher knowledge,”
Teachers College Record, vol. 108, no. 6, pp. 1017-1054, Jun. 2006, doi: 10.1111/j.1467-9620.2006.00684 .x.

[63] M. L. Niess, “Preparing teachers to teach science and mathematics with technology: Developing a technology
pedagogical content knowledge,” Teaching and Teacher Education, vol. 21, no. 5, pp. 509-523, 2005, doi:
10.1016/j.tate.2005.03.006.

[64] M. N. Kholid et al., “A systematic literature review of technological, pedagogical and content knowledge (TPACK) in
mathematics education: Future challenges for educational practice and research,” Cogent Education, vol. 10, no. 2, pp.
1-18, 2023, doi: 10.1080/2331186X.2023.2269047.

[65] K. VanLehn, “The relative effectiveness of human tutoring, intelligent tutoring systems, and other tutoring systems,”
Educational Psychologist, vol. 46, no. 4, pp. 197-221, 2011, doi: 10.1080/00461520.2011.611369.

[66] A. H. Schoenfeld, “Learning to think mathematically: Problem solving, metacognition, and sense making in
mathematics,” Journal of Education, vol. 196, no. 2, pp. 1-38, 2016, doi: 10.1177/002205741619600202.

[67] N. Shure and J. Jerrim, Achievement of 15-Year-Olds in Wales: PISA 2015 National Report. London, UK: National
Foundation for Educational Research, 2016.

[68] Y. Rahmawati, H. Dianhar, and F. Arifin, “Analysing students’ spatial abilities in chemistry learning using 3D virtual
representations,” Education Sciences, vol. 11, no. 4, pp. 1-22, 2021, doi: 10.3390/educscil 1040185.

[69] T. Meriana, E. Murniarti, S. D. Kanaan, and U. K. Indonesia, “Analysis of competency assessment training,” Jurnal
Pendidikan, vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 110116, 2021.

293

Educational Studies in

Analyzing the Mathematical Literacy of Indonesian Students: Characteristics,, ... (Lukman Hakim Muhaimin)



322

) ISSN: 3021-7865

[70]
[71]

[72]

[73]
[74]
(73]
[76]
[77]

[78]

[79]

(80]

(81]

(82]

[83]

(84]

(85]

(86]

(87]

(88]
[89]
[90]
[91]
[92]

[93]

[94]

[95]

[96]

[97]

A. Rahadyan, “Analysis of students’ numeracy skills in solving AKM-type problems,” Jurnal Didactical Mathematics,
vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 84-91, 2021.

D. Andiani, M. N. Hajizah, and J. A. Dahlan, “Analysis of the minimum competency assessment (AKM) design,”
Majamath: Jurnal Matematika dan Pendidikan Matematika, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 80-90, 2020.

L. H. Muhaimin, D. Dasari, and Y. S. Kusumah, “Numeracy ability and characteristics of students in solving minimum
competency assessment problems,” Jurnal Program Studi Pendidikan Matematika, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 697-707, 2023,
doi: 10.24127/ajpm.v12i1.6396.

D. W. Ekowati, Y. P. Astuti, I. W. P. Utami, I. Mukhlishina, and B. I. Suwandayani, “Numeracy literacy in elementary
schools,” Elementary School Education Journal, vol. 3, no. 1, p. 93, 2019, doi: 10.30651/else.v3il.2541.

N. E. Hendrawati, N. Muttaqin, and E. Susanti, “Ethnomathematics: Numeracy literacy based on language in the Kowai
tribe,” Jurnal Pendidikan Matematika, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 3—7, 2020.

Atmazaki et al., Panduan Gerakan Literasi Nasional. Jakarta, Indonesia: Kementerian Pendidikan dan Kebudayaan,
2017.

M. Artigue and M. Blomhgj, “Conceptualizing inquiry-based education in mathematics,” ZDM — Mathematics Education,
vol. 45, no. 6, pp. 797-810, 2013, doi: 10.1007/s11858-013-0506-6.

J. Roschelle, R. Pea, C. Hoadley, D. Gordin, and B. Means, “Changing how and what children learn in school with
computer-based technologies,” Future of Children, vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 76—101, 2000.

D. Dasari, A. Hendriyanto, S. Sahara, L. H. Muhaimin, C. Chao, and L. Fitriana, “ChatGPT in the didactical tetrahedron:
Does it make an exception? A case study in mathematics teaching and learning,” Frontiers in Education, vol. 8, Art. no.
1295413, 2024, doi: 10.3389/feduc.2023.1295413.

R. Yusup, “Analyzing the role of information technology in enhancing teachers’ attitudes toward e-learning: A case study
in Indonesian higher education,” Literacy: International Journal of Social Sciences and Humanities, vol. 2, no. 1, pp.
41-51, 2023, doi: 10.52005/rrkq1797.

Y. Helsa and S. Yulianti, “Technology liberating or controlling? A critical educational philosophy review of digital
systems-based learning,” Literacy: International Journal of Social Sciences and Humanities, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 90-106,
2024, doi: 10.52005/literate.v3il.20.

N. S. Mohd Rasid and S. Sahara, “Tech-Enabled Inclusive Math Education: Reimagining Learning for Marginalized
Indonesian Learners in Malaysia,” Literacy International Journal of Social Sciences and Humanities, vol. 3, no. 1, pp.
155-177, 2024, doi: 10.52005/literate.v3il.49.

S. J. Hegedus and J. J. Kaput, “An introduction to the profound potential of connected algebra activities: Issues of
representation, engagement and pedagogy,” in Proc. 28th Conf. Int. Group for the Psychology of Mathematics Education,
vol. 3, 2004, pp. 129-136.

R. Pierce and K. Stacey, “Mapping pedagogical opportunities provided by mathematics analysis software,” Int. J.
Comput. Math. Learn., vol. 15, no. 1, pp. 1-20, 2010, doi: 10.1007/s10758-010-9158-6.

S. Pahmi, N. Priatna, Suhendra, and B. A. P. Martadiputra, “From learning to teaching: A study of mathematics academic
and pedagogical anxiety in prospective elementary education teachers,” Eurasia J. Math. Sci. Technol. Educ., vol. 21,
no. 6, pp. 1-15, 2025, doi: 10.29333/ejmste/16512.

A. Karimi, E. Sokolova, K. H. Abdullah, and D. Sofyan, “Digital education after Covid-19: A scientometric analysis,”
ASM Sci. J., vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 1-15, 2025, doi: 10.32802/asmsc;j.2025.1683.

O. Akinradewo, M. Hafez, J. Aliu, A. Oke, C. Aigbavboa, and S. Adekunle, “Barriers to the adoption of augmented
reality technologies for education and training in the built environment: A developing country context,” Technologies,
vol. 13, no. 2, 2025, doi: 10.3390/technologies13020062.

N. Amlya, A. Majid, M. Fahmi, M. Amran, M. Fairuz, and A. Rauf, “Bridging the gap: The role of education and digital
technologies in revolutionizing livestock farming for sustainability and resilience,” Int. J. Adv. Comput. Sci. Appl., vol.
16, no. 5, pp. 483-493, 2025, doi: 10.14569/1JACSA.2025.0160547.

B. Kramarski and C. Hirsch, “Using computer algebra systems in mathematical classrooms,” J. Comput. Assist. Learn.,
vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 3545, Mar. 2003, doi: 10.1046/j.0266-4909.2003.00004..x.

M. Tabach, “A mathematics teacher’s practice in a technological environment: A case study analysis using two
complementary theories,” Technol. Knowl. Learn., vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 247-265, 2011, doi: 10.1007/s10758-011-9186-x.
Kementerian Pendidikan dan Kebudayaan, Laporan Hasil Ujian Nasional, Pusat Penilaian Pendidikan, Indonesia.

F. Scheuermann and J. Bjérnsson, The Transition to Computer-Based Assessment: New Approaches to Skills Assessment
and Implications for Large-Scale Testing. Luxembourg: Office for Official Publications of the European Communities,
2009.

R. Jowallah, L. Bennett, K. Bastedo, and J. Rohan, “Leveraging the affordances of virtual reality systems within K—12
education: Responding to future innovations,” FDLA Journal, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 1-15, 2018.

T. Agasisti and A. J. Bowers, “Data analytics and decision making in education: Towards the educational data scientist
as a key actor in schools and higher education institutions,” in Handbook of Contemporary Education Economics, Edward
Elgar Publishing, 2017, pp. 184-210.

R. Ferguson, “Learning analytics: Drivers, developments and challenges,” Int. J. Technol. Enhanc. Learn., vol. 4, no. 5—
6, pp. 304-317, 2012, doi: 10.1504/1IJTEL.2012.051816.

K. Intraratat, P. Lomchavakarn, K. Boonsiri, and K. T. Ng, “A study of digital literacy among the marginalized in
Thailand: Issues, challenges, and the way forward,” Edelweiss Appl. Sci. Technol., vol. §, no. 6, pp. 896-916, 2024, doi:
10.55214/25768484.v8i6.2183.

L. R. Zieger, J. Jerrim, J. Anders, and N. Shure, “Conditioning: How background variables can influence PISA scores,”
Assess. Educ. Princ. Policy Pract., vol. 00, no. 00, pp. 1-21, 2022, doi: 10.1080/0969594X.2022.2118665.

J. Jerrim, J. Micklewright, J.-H. Heine, C. Salzer, and C. McKeown, “PISA 2015: How big is the ‘mode effect” and what
has been done about it?,” Oxford Rev. Educ., vol. 44, no. 4, pp. 476-493, 2018, doi: 10.1080/03054985.2018.1430025.

Jou. Ed. Tech. Lrg. Crtv, Vol. 3, No. 2, December 2025: 298 - 323



Jou. Ed. Tech. Lrg. Crtv ISSN: 3021-7865 d 323

[98] B.Sandene et al., Online Assessment in Mathematics and Writing: Reports from the NAEP Technology-Based Assessment
Project, NCES 2005—-457, National Center for Education Statistics, 2005.

[99] V. van Manen, Researching Lived Experience: Human Science for an Action Sensitive Pedagogy. London: Althouse
Press, 1990.

[100] N. Mustofa and I. S. Wahyuni, “Fostering better chemistry learning outcomes with the cooperative integrated reading
and composition learning model,” J. Chem. Learn. Innov., vol. 2,no. 1, pp. 120-127, 2025, doi: 10.37251/jocli.v2i1.1966.

[101]J. W. Creswell, Educational Research: Planning, Conducting, and Evaluating Quantitative and Qualitative Research,
5th ed. Upper Saddle River, NJ, USA: Pearson Education, 2015.

[102]1J. Creswell, Educational Research, 6th ed. Boston, MA, USA: Pearson, 2015.

[103] T. N. Trisahid, D. Kijkosol, and C. Corrales, “Optimization of biology learning on excretory system material through
contextual teaching and learning approach,” J. Acad. Biol. Biol. Educ., vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 82-91, 2024, doi:
10.37251/jouabe.v1i2.1165.

[104] Lexy J. Moleong, Metodologi Penelitian Kualitatif. Bandung, Indonesia: PT Remaja Rosdakarya, 2019.

[105] D. Pritchard, What Is This Thing Called Knowledge? London, UK: Routledge, 2018.

[106] M. C. Nguyén and T. N. Le, “The impact of health education through animated videos on mothers’ attitudes in providing
complementary foods to breast milk,” J. Health Innov. Environ. Educ., vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 113-120, 2025, doi:
10.37251/jhiee.v2i1.2325.

[107] N. A. Fitri, B. N. Mahmud, and T. Hang, “Efforts to improve health and physical fitness through sports at fitness centers,”
Multidiscip. J. Tour. Hosp. Sport Phys. Educ., vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 62—69, 2025, doi: 10.37251/jthpe.v2i1.1863.

[108] R. Herholdt and I. Sapire, “An error analysis in the early grades mathematics: A learning opportunity? Background:
Teachers learning from child assessment in national tests,” South Afr. J. Child. Educ., vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 42—60, 2014.

[109] A. R. Gatabi, K. Stacey, and Z. Gooya, “Investigating grade nine textbook problems for characteristics related to
mathematical literacy,” Math. Educ. Res. J., vol. 24, no. 4, pp. 403—421, 2012, doi: 10.1007/s13394-012-0052-5.

[110] M. M. Najafabadi, F. Villanustre, T. M. Khoshgoftaar, N. Seliya, R. Wald, and E. Muharemagic, “Deep learning
applications and challenges in big data analytics,” J. Big Data, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 1-21, 2015, doi: 10.1186/s40537-014-
0007-7.

[111] L. D. English, “STEM: Challenges and opportunities for mathematics education,” in Proc. 39th Conf. Int. Group Psychol.
Math. Educ., vol. 1, 2015, pp. 4-18.

[112]R. Sundayana and C. E. Parani, “Analyzing students’ errors in solving trigonometric problems using Newman’s
procedure,” Mosharafa J. Pendidik. Mat., vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 135-144, 2023, doi: 10.31980/mosharafa.v12i1.2486.

[113] A. Minarni, E. E. Napitupulu, and R. Husein, “Mathematical understanding and representation ability of public junior
high school students in North Sumatra,” J. Math. Educ., vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 43-56, 2016, doi: 10.22342/jme.7.1.2816.43-
56.

[114] M. Basadur, “Leading others to think innovatively together: Creative leadership,” Leadersh. Q., vol. 15, no. 1, pp. 103—
121, 2004, doi: 10.1016/j.leaqua.2003.12.007.

[115] T. Gupta and L. Mishra, “Higher-order thinking skills in shaping the future of students,” Psychol. Educ., vol. 58, no. 2,
pp- 9305-9311, 2021.

[116] P. Cho and C. Nagle, “Procedural and conceptual difficulties with slope: An analysis of students’ mistakes on routine
tasks,” Int. J. Res. Educ. Sci., vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 135-150, 2017.

[117] B. Schafer and M. Brown, “Teacher education for mathematical literacy: A modelling approach,” Pythagoras, vol. 12,
no. 1, pp. 45-51, 2006.

[118] E. P. Astutik and S. M. Purwasih, “Field dependent student errors in solving linear algebra problems based on Newman’s
procedure,” Mosharafa J. Pendidik. Mat., vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 169-180, 2023, doi: 10.31980/mosharafa.v12i1.1684.
[119] D. Huu Tong and N. Phu Loc, “Students’ errors in solving mathematical word problems and their ability in identifying

errors,” Eur. J. Educ. Stud., vol. 3, no. 6, pp. 226241, 2017, doi: 10.5281/zenodo.581482.

[120] C. G. Broyden, “A class of methods for solving nonlinear simultaneous equations,” Math. Comput., vol. 19, no. 92, pp.
577-593, 1965, doi: 10.2307/2003941.

[121]F. M. Machaba, “Pedagogical demands in mathematics and mathematical literacy: A case of mathematics and
mathematical literacy teachers and facilitators,” Eurasia J. Math. Sci. Technol. Educ., vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 95-108, 2018,
doi: 10.12973/ejmste/78243.

[122] A. H. Schoenfeld, “Expert and novice mathematical problem solving,” J. Res. Math. Educ., vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 31-49,
1982.

[123]J. Sweller, “Cognitive load theory: Recent theoretical advances,” Cambridge University Press, New York, NY, USA,
2010, doi: 10.1017/CB0O9780511844744.004.

[124] M. T. H. Chi, N. De Leeuw, M.-H. Chiu, and C. LaVancher, “Eliciting self-explanations improves understanding,” Cogn.
Sci., vol. 18, no. 3, pp. 439-477, 1994.

[125] A. H. Schoenfeld, Mathematical Problem Solving. London, UK: Academic Press, 1985.

[126]J. Hiebert and D. A. Grouws, “The effects of classroom mathematics teaching on students’ learning,” in Second
Handbook of Research on Mathematics Teaching and Learning, vol. 1,2007, pp. 371-404.

Analyzing the Mathematical Literacy of Indonesian Students: Characteristics,, ... (Lukman Hakim Muhaimin)



