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Structured Abstract 

Background: Over the last decades, several international studies have addressed the issue of student interest in science 
and chemistry education. The findings of these studies describe the phenomenon of declining interest over the school 
career. However, older as well as more recent studies show that everyday references and independent experimentation 
can promote interest in chemistry education. Students themselves stress the importance of everyday references in 
chemistry education.  
Purpose: Currently, there is no actual interest study that deals with the interest of Austrian students in relation to 
everyday references and experimental activities in chemistry education. This study aimed to contribute to the research 
field of interest studies in chemistry education by analyzing the interest of Austrian students in chemical content with 
relation to everyday references and experimental activities. 
Sample/setting: A total of 621 lower (67.1 %) and upper (32.9 %) secondary school students from Austria partici-
pated in this study. The students were informed on the use of their data for this study; ethical guidelines were followed. 
An online questionnaire was used and sent to the schools. The questionnaire was then forwarded by the schools to the 
students. 
Design and Methods: The questionnaire consists of two parts: (1) personal data, such as gender, school level and 
whether the school has its own laboratory lessons for chemistry education and (2) a total of 47 items on interest in 
chemistry content with and without everyday references as well as interest in experimental activities and frequency of 
experimental activities in chemistry education and 4 items on chemistry-related self-concept. The interest in chemical 
content with or without everyday references was analysed descriptively and an analysis of variance was calculated. The 
impact of chemistry-related self-concept, gender, school grade and lesson type on the interest in chemical content with 
and without everyday references was analyzed using a path model and the interest in experimental activities was ana-
lyzed descriptively.  
Results: The findings show that learners are significantly more interested in content with everyday references (strong 
effect) than in content without everyday references. Furthermore, this study showed that independent experimentation 
is of greatest interest for students, but at the same time occurs relatively rare in chemistry lessons. Less popular, on the 
other hand, are abstract activities such as formulating reaction equations in the context of experiments. Results also 
reveal that chemistry-related self-concept is a moderate/strong predictor for the interest in chemical content for both 
with and without everyday references. The other predictors (gender, school grade, lesson type) each only have a weak 
influence on interest in this content. However, results reveal that interest in chemistry content declines over the school 
career, just as other studies have previously found a declining interest in chemistry/science education. 
Conclusions: The study provides new and current insights into the interest of Austrian students in chemical content 
with and without everyday references in chemistry education. Furthermore, the study shows which experimental ac-
tivities students are most interested in and how often experimental activities occur in chemistry lessons. One way of 
counteracting the loss of interest could be to teach with as much of the focus on everyday life as possible, considering 
the interests of female and male students when choosing the everyday reference and enabling the students to experi-
ment independently, preferably with reference to everyday life, as often as possible. After all, this is what summarizes 
the greatest interests of students in chemistry education in this study. However, further research will be required on 
how to counteract this loss of interest over the school career. 
Keywords: interest in chemistry education, interest study, everyday references, experimental activities 
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1 Introduction 

In recent decades, students have been offered a wide range of learning opportunities, including science education. 
Whether and which of these learning opportunities are taken up depends to a large extent on the structure and dynam-
ics of the individual's existing interests (Dierks et al., 2016; Krapp, 2000). In principle, students often have a positive 
attitude towards science. However, this attitude decreases significantly during their time at school. In terms of interest, 
a decline in interest has been observed in the past, especially in science education (Hoffmann et al., 1998; Köller et al., 
2020; Sjøberg & Schreiner, 2019). In addition, those who are interested often cite secondary reasons for their greater 
interest in science, such as professional reasons or passing examinations and with regard to science lessons in school, 
students often criticize the lack of relevance to everyday life, with pure factual learning often being described as boring 
(Cerini et al., 2003). In chemistry education, the importance and significance of everyday references have been high-
lighted in several studies (Apotheker, 2019; Childs, Hayes, & O'Dwyer, 2015; Ulusoy & Onen, 2014). Students them-
selves stress the importance of everyday relevance, saying that they can improve their chemistry experience by making 
teaching more practical and student-centered. Chemistry education will then appear to the students to be less abstract 
and meaningless, as the content they learn can be applied in their everyday lives. In particular, students with no career 
aspirations in chemistry-related professions are aware of chemistry's importance through everyday references (Barke 
et al., 2012; Broman & Simon, 2015). 
So far, it does not seem to have been optimally successful in arousing learners' interest in science education. However, 
previous research results show that interest is a central influencing factor for successful learning (Elster, 2010; Hidi & 
Renninger, 2006), and that an intrinsic motivation to learn based on interest is very likely to promote learning (Deci & 
Ryan, 1993; Krapp, 1998, 2000). For this reason, the topic of interest in relation to everyday references should be 
investigated further, especially in the area of chemistry education, since, as explained above, the interest of students in 
chemistry decreases during their school career and everyday references have been identified by research, but also by 
the students, as an important element of chemistry teaching. Currently, there is no actual interest study that deals with 
the interest of Austrian students in relation to everyday references in chemistry education. Therefore, this paper at-
tempts to fill this research gap by presenting an interest study on this topic. An online questionnaire was used to 
investigate the interest in chemistry education with relation to everyday references. A total of 621 students from lower 
and upper secondary school participated in this study focusing on the interest in chemical content with relation to 
everyday references and without everyday references and the interest in experimental activities. The results may provide 
current insights about students’ interest in chemistry education in Austria. 

2 Research Background 

2.1 The concept of interest 

Interest is undoubtedly a positive factor for learning and is generally considered to be a multi-dimensional motivational 
variable that includes both cognitive and affective facets (Hidi & Renninger, 2006; Krapp, 1998; Singh et al., 2002). It 
is always content-specific as a result of interaction with the environment or an object (Schiefele, 2009; Valisner, 1992). 
A distinction is usually made between two forms of interest. On the one hand, this is the individual interest in a subject 
which develops gradually. It includes subject knowledge and values and is seen as an enduring preference for a partic-
ular activity or thing. Situational interest, in contrast, is a specific state that is triggered by a specific stimulus, e.g., 
through an interesting lesson design. It is of short duration and occurs spontaneously in different situations. It depends 
on several factors to achieve a situation where both are present including the learner's personality, the learning context, 
and the learner's opportunities for self-directed activity (Deci & Ryan, 1993; Krapp, 1992).  

2.2 Students’ interest in science and everyday references 

The interest in science is divided into two categories by Krapp and Prenzel (2011): general interest in science and 
interest in specific topics, contexts, or activities within a subject. For both aspects, studies report contradictory findings, 
e.g., some studies show relatively low interest in science among 15-year-old students and others report quite high 
interest in this area among 15–17-year-olds (Holstermann & Bögeholz, 2007; Prenzel et al., 2007; Vedder-Weiss & 
Fortus, 2012), especially for applications in everyday life (Häussler et al., 1998; Hoffmann et al., 1998). Unfortunately, 
however, several studies show that interest in science seems to decline during the school career (Gräber, 1992a; Hoff-
mann et al., 1998; Köller et al., 2020; Sjøberg & Schreiner, 2019). Gebhard et al. (2017) pose the question of whether, 
in view of the dwindling interest in the natural sciences, a youth is growing up who, on the one hand, are turning away 
from the natural sciences but, on the other hand, are taking unreflective advantage of technical and scientific develop-
ments. They note, however, that valuing science education and valuing science are two different things. The importance 
of the natural sciences is rated very highly by students, but at the same time the interest in science education is quite 
low. Hoffmann et al. (1998) found in their IPN-interest study on physics that a lesson which is linked to the experiences 
and everyday life of the students is more interesting than the purely technical study of general laws of nature, physical 
laws, or the explanation of experiments. The ROSE study (Relevance of Science Education), in which lower secondary 
school students from about 40 countries took part, also identified the low relevance of the subjects taught to the lives 
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of young people as being responsible for the lack of interest in science education (Schreiner & Sjøberg, 2004; Sjøberg 
& Schreiner, 2019). According to Elster (2007a, 2010), students' acceptance of science education is higher when they 
experience it as personally or socially meaningful. In her findings for German and Austrian students based on ROSE, 
Elster (2007a, 2010) states that science lessons arouse interest when they relate to everyday situations, when the learning 
content relates to the human body, when astounding phenomena are dealt with or when the social significance is 
addressed. For chemistry education, according to Gräber (1992a), a poor image of chemistry and technology is often 
given as a reason for the lack of interest. Chemistry is not only associated with benefits, but above all with dangers for 
people and the environment. The difficulty of the subject, since some of the content in chemistry lessons is abstract 
and thus requires thinking on a formal-operational level, is also seen as a cause for the declining interest. In addition, 
students criticise the lack of relevance of chemistry lessons to their everyday lives (Gräber, 1992a). According to Bro-
man & Simon (2015), students have an interest in chemistry per se, but the chemistry lessons are seen as less interesting. 
The authors identified the lack of relevance to everyday life as a major reason for the lack of interest in chemistry 
education. Similar to the findings of Gräber (1992a), the majority of the students in this study expressed the wish for 
more relevance to everyday life as a suggestion for improving chemistry education (Broman & Simon, 2015).  

2.3 Students’ interest in experimentation and everyday references 

The PISA study (2006) showed that in Austria, 15–16-year-old students experiment significantly less independently 
than the OECD average, as only one in six learners reported having conducted their own practical experiments in 
school. Similarly, students were less able to apply concepts to everyday references (Schreiner, 2007). Current data in 
this respect, for chemistry education, are not known to the authors for Austrian students and will therefore be pre-
sented descriptively in this paper. However, older as well as more recent studies show that practical experimentation, 
often also called hands-on experimentation, can promote interest in chemistry education (Gräber, 1992b; Ochsen et 
al., 2022; Shirazi, 2017). Gräber (1992b) found a high interest in conducting experiments for both girls and boys (8th-
10th grade). 71.0% of the girls and 78.6% of the boys indicated a great or very great interest in conducting experiments. 
Similar results were obtained by Schminke et al. (2007) for upper secondary school students, who found practical 
constructive work the most interesting, while theoretical work or teacher-centered receptive work was perceived as the 
least interesting. Positive effects for hands-on activities have also been found in biology lessons. Here, these activities 
were differentiated according to dissection, working with microscopes, experimentation, and classification. In addition 
to positive effects, however, negative effects on interest were also found in one case, whereby most hands-on activities 
showed no influence on the students' interest (Holstermann et al., 2010). It has also already been shown for chemistry 
education that not every experiment always has to promote interest. In their study, Walpuski & Hauk (2017) first 
identified potential improvements for the use of experiments in chemistry lessons, such as a stronger emphasis on a 
question or a more intensive discussion of the results. They then implemented these improvements in experiments in 
a control group design and found that the students in the intervention group were more interested than the students 
in the control group and thus the subject-didactic design of experiments is of important relevance. An important part 
of this subject didactic design is also the combination of everyday references and experimentation. In this context, 
Schminke et al. (2007) have determined for upper secondary school students that chemistry lessons with experiments 
that contain everyday references have a positive effect on interest. The authors found that the students had significantly 
higher interest than the control group without everyday references. The decrease in interest was also significantly lower 
when experiments with everyday references were used. Wanjek (2000) also found a positive influence on the interest 
of lower and upper secondary school students through everyday experimentation in the classroom. In this study, the 
topic of acids and bases was addressed using products (household chemicals) from the student's everyday lives. Based 
on the results of the study, the author concludes that experimental, everyday referenced chemistry teaching promotes 
interest and is of equal interest to female and male students. 

2.4 Interest and self-concept 

Research has already found that interest is also influenced by other variables, such as self-concept (Denissen et al., 
2007). It is understood as part of declarative memory, which consists of self-referral cognitive information, such as 
knowledge of weakness and strengths and preferences (Shavelson et al., 1976). In other words, the self-concept refers 
to a mental model that contains ideas, abilities, estimations and evaluations of oneself and includes all cognitive repre-
sentations of one's abilities (Schöne et al., 2002). It is assumed that different self-concepts exist for different domains, 
for example for different school subjects (Köller, 2004). Its strong relationship with outcome variables such as achieve-
ment is a main reason for the interest in academic self-concept (Jansen et al., 2014). For example, Rüschenpöhler & 
Markic (2020) found a strong association between chemistry self-concept and learning goals. It seems that students 
with a positive self-concept in chemistry tend to be more persistent in their learning of chemistry and have more 
enjoyment in thinking about chemistry. Through a shared relationship with achievement, self-concept and interest 
appear to develop and evolve. This tends to happen generally in three steps. First, students' achievement in one area 
clearly influences their growing self-concept in a subject (e.g. I did well in chemistry education, so I'm good at chem-
istry). Then, of course, their self-concept will have an effect on their interest in that area (e.g. I'm good at chemistry, 
so I want to enroll in more chemistry courses). The increased interest of the students will contribute to their desire to 
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take part in additional activities related to this area in the hope of gaining further successful experiences, and the 
sequence will be repeated (Marsh et al., 2005; Nagy et al., 2006). 
As just described, studies show a predominantly positive influence of everyday references on students' interest in 
science and chemistry education. The same applies to student-oriented experimentation, especially in combination with 
everyday references. However, there is no actual interest study that deals with the interest of Austrian students in 
relation to everyday references in chemistry education. Therefore, further research is needed, especially for chemistry 
education. Thus, this study aims to contribute to the research field of interest studies in science and especially chemistry 
education by analyzing the interest of lower and upper secondary school students in chemistry education with relation 
to everyday references. In this context, we will present what students are particularly interested in and what they are 
less interested in. Furthermore, we present descriptively how interested students are in experimental activities (e.g., 
conducting their own experiments) and how often experimental activities occur in chemistry lessons. 
As a consequence, we have chosen to investigate the following research questions: 
 
RQ1: What chemical content (with or without everyday references) are students most interested in? 
 
RQ2: What impact do chemistry-related self-concept, gender, school grade and lesson type (laboratory lessons/normal 
chemistry lessons) have on the interest in chemical content with and without everyday references? 
 
RQ3: Which experimental activities are students most interested in and how often do experimental activities occur in 
chemistry education? 

3 Methods 

For this study, an online questionnaire was used (to be completed once), which was created using the software Lime-
survey and sent to the schools. The questionnaire was then forwarded by the schools to the students. The questionnaire 
consists of two parts: (1) personal data, such as gender, school level and whether the school has its own laboratory 
lessons for chemistry education and (2) a total of 47 items on interest in chemistry content with and without everyday 
references as well as interest in experimental activities and frequency of experimental activities in chemistry education 
and 4 items on chemistry-related self-concept (all closed items). The scales (items) used are described in detail in section 
3.2 (Measures). 

3.1 Sample 

A total of 621 lower (67.1 %) and upper (32.9 %) secondary school students from Austria participated in this study. 
As not all students attend an upper secondary school after lower secondary school, the number of participating upper 
secondary school students is expectedly lower. The data collection was realized by means of an online questionnaire 
in spring 2022. The time required to finish the questionnaire was about 25 minutes. Participation was voluntary and 
anonymous, i.e., all data were collected and analyzed anonymously. Students could withdraw from the study at any 
time without negative consequences. All study participants were informed about the scientific purpose of the study. 
Of all participants, 317 were female, 288 were male, and 16 were non-binary persons. Participants had a mean age of 
M = 14.69 years (SD = 1.71). A special feature in Austria are laboratory lessons, which are part of chemistry lessons. 
If the school offers laboratory lessons, experimentation usually takes place in these lessons and the theory usually in 
corresponding theoretical chemistry lessons. If the school does not have its own laboratory lessons, experimentation 
takes place in normal chemistry lessons. The majority of the participating students' schools (66.3 %) have their own 
laboratory lessons. 33.7 % of the students stated that the school does not have its own laboratory lessons. 

3.2 Measures 

Interest in content of chemistry education with and without everyday references: We measured learners’ interest in the 
content of chemistry education with 12 items each, without relevance to everyday life (e.g., “How interested are you 
in learning about… How a rechargeable galvanic element works”) and corresponding items with relevance to everyday 
life (e.g., “How interested are you in learning about… How the battery works in a cell phone”). Each item could be 
answered on a four-point Likert-scale (“1 = not interested” to “4 = very interested”). The likert scale was chosen 
identically to the ROSE study (Sjøberg & Schreiner, 2019). Two Items were adapted, one from Holstermann & Böge-
holz (2007) and one from Fürtbauer (2015). All other items were developed independently. Both scales (without eve-
ryday relevance; a = 0.90) and with everyday relevance (a = 0.83) show good reliabilities. 
Chemistry-related self-concept: In general, the self-concept refers to a mental model that contains ideas, abilities, esti-
mations, and evaluations of oneself and includes all cognitive representations of one's abilities (Schöne et al., 2002). 
Students’ subject-specific ability self-concept regarding academic performance in the field of chemistry was assessed 
using the scales for measuring the school self-concept from Schöne et al. (2002) (4 items; a = 0.94; e.g., “I am talented 
in chemistry”; “Learning new things in chemistry is easy for me”). A five-point Likert scale was used from “1 = strongly 
disagree” to “5 = strongly agree”. 
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Interest in experimental activities in chemistry education: We measured learners’ interest in experimental activities in 
chemistry education with 9 Items. Each item could be answered on a four-point Likert-scale (“1 = not interested” to 
“4 = very interested”, e.g., “How interested are you in…Conducting an experiment by yourself” or …”Observe how 
the teacher conducts an experiment”). Again, the Likert-scale was chosen identically to the ROSE study (Sjøberg & 
Schreiner, 2019). Items were adapted from Hoffmann et al. (1998), Hochwarter (2016) or developed independently. 
This scale has a good reliability of a = 0.83. 
Frequency of experimental activities in chemistry education: We measured the frequency of experimental activities in 
chemistry education with 10 Items. Each item could be answered on a four-point Likert-scale (“1 = never” to “4 = 
often”, e.g., “The teacher demonstrates experiments using special chemical equipment” or “In class we conduct ex-
periments ourselves with everyday objects”). This Likert-scale was chosen in accordance with the ROSE study (Sjøberg 
& Schreiner, 2019). All items were adapted from Hochwarter (2016). This scale has a good reliability of a = 0.81. 

4 Results 

The results are presented in the order of the research questions. 

4.1 Interest in content of chemistry education with and without everyday references (RQ1 & 
RQ2) 

We measured learners’ interest in the content of chemistry education with 12 items each, with and without everyday 
references. The scale with everyday references has a mean value of M = 2.57 (SD = 0.58), the scale without everyday 
references has a mean value of M = 2.25 (SD = 0.65). Table 1 shows the descriptive analysis of the top three most 
interesting and least interesting contents (of all 24 items). The items are ordered by descending mean values. Mean 
values (M) and standard deviations (SD) of the items are shown (Table 1). The results show that the top three most 
interesting items are all related to everyday life. The students are most interested in “why fireworks glow in color” (M 
= 3.20; 81.5 % more interested/very interested, 18.5 % rather not/not interested), followed by “how the battery works 
in a cell phone” (M = 3.01; 75.5 % more interested/very interested, 24.5 % rather not/not interested) and “how alcohol 
can be separated from wine” (M = 2.84; 65.1 % more interested/very interested, 34.9 % rather not/not interested). 
The opposite is found for the items that are not related to everyday life. Here, the students seem to be least interested, 
as “the polarity of substances” (M = 2.05; 28.2 % more interested/very interested, 71.8 % rather not/not interested), 
“the calculation of simple chemical processes” (M = 2.04; 30.6 % more interested/very interested, 69.4 % rather 
not/not interested) and “the function of a rechargeable galvanic element” (M = 2.03; 29.9 % more interested/very 
interested, 70.1 % rather not/not interested) show the lowest mean values of all items (Table 1).  
 
Tab. 1. Descriptive analysis of the top three most interesting and least interesting contents.  
 

Item M SD 

All 12 Items with everyday references 2.57 0.58 

All 12 Items without everyday references 2.25 0.65 

(1) Why fireworks glow in color. 3.20 0.90 

(2) How the battery works in a cell phone. 3.01 0.92 

(3) How to separate the alcohol from a wine. 2.84 1.05 

(4) What polar and non-polar substances are. 2.05 0.87 

(5) How to perform calculations on simple chemical processes. 2.04 0.94 

(6) How a rechargeable galvanic element works. 2.03 0.93 
Note. Sorted by descending mean values. (Four-point Likert-scale “1 = not interested” to “4 = very interested”), n = 621. 

 
The item of “the rechargeable galvanic element” (M = 2.03) also shows that its similarly formulated item with everyday 
reference, “how a rechargeable battery in a cell phone works” (M = 3.20), is more interesting for the students. This 
tendency can be seen for the other items shown in Table 1 and is shown again descriptively for this sample items in 
Table 2. The results show that for all sample items (see Table 2) the variant formulated with everyday references is 
more interesting for the students than the variant without reference to everyday life. A repeated-measures analysis of 
variance confirms this trend (scale with everyday references, M = 2.57 (SD = 0.58); scale without everyday references 
M = 2.25 (SD = 0.65)) and shows that interest in chemical content with reference to everyday life is significantly greater 
than the interest in content without reference to everyday life (F(1,620) = 354.72, p < .001, ηp

2 = .36, n = 621). The 
effect size f according to Cohen (1988) is 0.76 and corresponds to a strong effect. 
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Tab. 2. Descriptive analysis of the top three most interesting and least interesting contents with/without everyday 
references.  
 

Item with everyday reference M (SD) Item without everyday reference M (SD) 

All 12 Items 
2.57 
(0.58) 

All 12 Items 
2.25 
(0.65) 

Why fireworks glow in color. 
3.20 
(0.90) 

How energized electrons can release energy 
in the form of light 

2.33 
(0.96) 

How the battery works in a cell phone. 
3.01 
(0.92) 

How a rechargeable galvanic element works. 
2.03 
(0.93) 

How to separate the alcohol from a wine. 
2.84 
(1.05) 

How to separate substance mixtures into 
their components 

2.32 
(0.96) 

Why greasy dishes do not clean well with 
water only 

2.30 
(0.95) 

What polar and non-polar substances are. 
2.05 
(0.87) 

How to calculate the amount of carbon di-
oxide a car releases. 

2.27 
(0.98) 

How to perform calculations on simple 
chemical processes. 

2.04 
(0.94) 

Note. Sorted by descending mean values. (Four-point Likert-scale “1 = not interested” to “4 = very interested”), n = 621. 

 
In order to get a deeper insight into the interest in contents with and without everyday references and to answer RQ2, 
a path model with MPlus 8 was also calculated. Here, chemistry-related self-concept, gender, school grade (level) and 
lesson type (laboratory lessons/normal chemistry lessons) were assumed to be possible predictors for the interest in 
chemical content with and without everyday references (Figure 1). The model has acceptable fit values (estimator ML, 

χ2 = 641.64, df = 266, χ2/df = 2.41; CFI = .95, RMSEA = .05). Only significant values are shown in Figure 1. 

Results show that chemistry-related self-concept has a significant positive influence on both interest in content with (

β = .31, SE = .04, p >0.00) and without everyday references (β = .45, SE = .04, p >0.00). Gender has a significant 

negative influence (female students have a lower interest than male students), but only on interest in content with 

everyday references (β = -.16, SE = .04, p >0.00). School grade (level) acts as a significant negative predictor for 

interest in chemical content, both for content with (β = -.24, SE = .04, p >0.00) and without everyday references (β 

= -.17, SE = .04, p >0.00). The lesson type (students with extra laboratory lessons have higher interest in chemical 
content than students who have normal chemistry lessons), on the other hand, acts as a significant positive predictor 

for interest in content with (β = .10, SE = .04, p = .015) and without everyday references (β = .10, SE = .04, p = 

.007). Through this model, 21.7 % of the variance regarding the interest in content with (R2 = .22, SE = .03, p >0.00) 
and 25.1 % of the variance without everyday references (R2 = .25, SE = .03, p >0.00) can be explained. 
 
 

 
Fig. 1. Path model of school-related criteria and the interest in chemical content with and without everyday references. 

Note. School-related criteria: chemistry-related self-concept, gender, school grade (level) and lesson type (laboratory lessons/normal 
chemistry lessons). Only significant values are shown. 
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4.2 Interest in experimental activities in chemistry education - Descriptives (RQ3) 

Table 3 and Figure 2 show the descriptive analysis of all 9 items for the students’ interest in experimental activities. 
The items are ordered by descending mean values. Mean values (M) and standard deviations (SD) of the items are 
shown (Table 3). It can be seen that conducting experiments independently (M = 3.56) and setting up experiments 
independently (M = 3.29) have the highest mean values, i.e., they are of most interest to the students. Specifically, for 
item (1), the mean value shows that the students appreciate to conduct experiments independently, as 90.3 % of the 
students are more interested/very interested (70.5 % very interested) in conducting experiments independently (only 
4.7 % are not interested). A similar result can be seen for the own set-up of an experiment (item 2). Here, 84.4 % of 
the students are more interested/very interested and only 5.5 % of the students are not interested in setting up exper-
iments independently. In contrast, the independent performing of pure measurements (item 8) attracts relatively less 
interest (M = 2.60). Here, only slightly over half of the students are more/very interested (55.6 %) and 44.4. % are 
rather not/not interested. This is also true for conducting experiments as a computer simulation (M = 2.62), which is 
more uninteresting for students than conducting a real experiment (item 1; M = 3.56). While 70.5 % of the students 
were very interested in the real experiments (4.7 % not interested), only 27.2 % are very interested and 19.8 % are not 
interested in conducting an experiment as a computer simulation. Watching the teacher conducting experiments is also 
of great interest (item 3; M = 3.22). The results show that this is more/very interesting for 83.4 % of the students (44.8 
% very interested; only 6.0 % are not interested). All other experimental activities, which are not practical but cognitive 
(items 4-6, 9), e.g., thinking about the set-up of the experiment or how to test a hypothesis, rank between rather 
interesting and rather not interesting (Table 3, item 4-6). Of these cognitive activities, the students find the formulation 
of reaction equations the least interesting (M = 2.18). Only 9.3 % find this very interesting whereas 28.8 % have no 
interest at all and 33.5 % are rather not interested. In summary, results show that practical experimental activities (real 
experiment) that the students can perform independently are the most interesting for them, whereas cognitive activities 
associated with experimentation are comparatively uninteresting (Figure 2). This discrepancy found is not satisfactory, 
which is why measures are required to overcome this discrepancy (see discussion). 
 
Tab. 3. Descriptive analysis of the interest of students in experimental activities.  
 

Item M SD 

(1) Conducting an experiment by yourself. 3.56 0.79 

(2) Set up an experiment independently according to instructions. 3.29 0.86 

(3) Observe how the teacher conducts an experiment. 3.22 0.86 

(4) Thinking of the set-up for an experiment by yourself. 2.72 1.06 

(5) Thinking about how to test a certain hypothesis with an experiment. 2.72 0.99 

(6) Predict the results of an experiment. 2.71 0.96 

(7) Conducting an experiment as a computer simulation. 2.62 1.09 

(8) Carry out measurements. 2.60 0.98 

(9) Formulate reaction equations for an experiment. 2.18 0.96 

Note. Sorted by descending mean values. (Four-point Likert-scale “1 = not interested” to “4 = very interested”), n = 621. 
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Fig. 2. Interest of students in experimental activities. 

4.3 Frequency of experimental activities in chemistry education - Descriptives (RQ3) 

Table 4 shows the descriptive analysis of all 10 items for the frequency of experimental activities in chemistry education. 
The items are ordered by descending mean values. Mean values (M) and standard deviations (SD) of the items are 
shown (Table 4). It can be seen that the demonstration of experiments by the teacher is the activity that occurs most 
frequently in the classroom (item 1 & 2, M = 2.68). 59.1 % of the students report that the teacher sometimes/often 
demonstrates experiments with special chemical equipment (laboratory equipment) (40.9 % seldom/never) and 60.4 
% report that the teacher sometimes/often demonstrates experiments with everyday objects (39.6 % seldom/never). 
Somewhat less frequently, experiments are demonstrated using videos (M = 2.48) or pictures (M = 2.47) in chemistry 
education. However, the students conduct even fewer experiments independently using special chemical equipment 
(laboratory equipment) (item 5, M = 2.34) or everyday objects (item 6, M = 2.31). Here, both for item 5 and for item 
6, there is a clear heterogeneity between the students, as 27.2 % of the students state that they never experiment 
independently with special chemical equipment (28.2 % with everyday objects), 29.5 % state that they seldom experi-
ment with special chemical equipment (27,5 % with everyday objects), 25.6 % sometimes experiment with special 
chemical equipment (29.5 % with everyday objects), and 17.7 % often experiment with special chemical equipment 
(14.8 % with everyday objects). This also shows that just over half of all students in this study seldom/never experiment 
independently. Item 7 shows similar results, as 42.3 % of the students state that experiments are sometimes/often only 
discussed theoretically and not conducted. Results also show that the joint development and conduction of experi-
ments seldom occurs in chemistry lessons (item 8 & 9, M = 2.20). Experiments are least often demonstrated by means 
of animations/apps (M = 1.76). Here, 49.9 % of the students state that this never occurs and only 4.8 % state that this 
often occurs in chemistry education. In summary, the results regarding the frequency of experimental activities are 
rather heterogeneous, as these activities seem to occur sometimes more often and sometimes less often in chemistry 
lessons. Nevertheless, it can be stated for all experimental activities (items 1-10) that these never/seldom occur in 
chemistry lessons for at least 40.0 % of all students. Furthermore, the trend is that teachers demonstrate experiments 
more often than students can experiment on their own or together with the chemistry teacher. 
  



Fleischer et al.

 

72 

Tab. 4. Descriptive analysis of the frequency of experimental activities.  
 

Item M SD 

(1) The teacher demonstrates experiments using special chemical equipment (laboratory equipment). 2.68 1.02 

(2) The teacher demonstrates experiments using everyday objects. 2.68 0.94 

(3) Chemistry experiments are demonstrated in class using videos. 2.48 0.90 

(4) Chemistry experiments are demonstrated in class using pictures. 2.47 0.90 

(5) In class, we conduct experiments ourselves with special equipment (laboratory equipment). 2.34 1.06 

(6) In class, we conduct experiments ourselves with everyday objects. 2.31 1.04 

(7) Experiments are not conducted in class, but they are discussed. 2.31 0.99 

(8) In class, experiments with special equipment (laboratory equipment) are developed and con-
ducted by the teacher and us together. 

2.20 1.02 

(9) In class, experiments with everyday objects are developed and conducted by the teacher and us 
together. 

2.20 1.02 

(10) Chemistry experiments are demonstrated in class using animations/apps. 1.76 0.89 

Note. Sorted by descending mean values. (Four-point Likert-scale “1 = never” to “4 = often”), n = 621. 

 

5 Discussion 

This study aimed to contribute to the research field of interest studies in chemistry education by analyzing the interest 
of Austrian students in chemical content with relation to everyday references and experimental activities. As interest 
is a transferable construct and the education systems in German-speaking countries are similar, the studies by Häussler 
et al. (1998), Gräber (1992a,b) and Sjøberg & Schreiner (2019), for example, are (still) valid points of reference, meaning 
that the results obtained are also relevant beyond Austria. The main objectives of the current study were to explore 
what chemical content (with or without everyday references) students are most interested in (RQ1) and what impact 
chemistry-related self-concept, gender, school grade and lesson type (laboratory lessons/normal chemistry lessons) 
have on the interest in chemical content with and without everyday references (RQ2). Further it was descriptively 
analyzed which experimental activities students are most interested in and how often experimental activities occur in 
chemistry education (RQ3). The discussion follows the research questions. 
In order to investigate the students' interest in chemical content with and without a relation to everyday life (RQ1), the 
interest of content with everyday references was first compared descriptively with that of content without everyday 
references. For this purpose, items were formulated correspondingly, so that the respective chemical content was 
presented once with and once without reference to everyday life (see Table 2). Based on the descriptive results we 
found that the average level of interest in the presented contents is on a medium level (between rather not and more 
interested; on a four-point Likert-scale), which means that the students have a certain basic interest in the contents of 
chemistry education. This corresponds to the results that Schreiner (2007) found for Austrian students. It is also evi-
dent that the students are more interested in content with a relation to everyday life than in content without a relation 
to everyday life. Sjøberg & Schreiner (2019) also made similar findings. They describe a pattern in which interest in 
chemical content decreases the more it resembles the content of classic (school)books or curricula for purely subject-
specific knowledge acquisition, which corresponds to our items without relevance to everyday life. Higher interest in 
content with relevance to everyday life was also confirmed in this study in a variance analysis, where the result shows 
that the interest in chemical content with everyday references is significantly greater than the interest in content without 
everyday references, with a strong effect. This result is in line with expectations, as several interest studies in the field 
of science education and chemistry education have already found similar results and emphasize the importance of 
everyday references for science and chemistry teaching (Apotheker, 2019; Barke et al., 2012; Broman & Simon, 2015; 
Elster, 2007a; Gräber, 1992a; Hayes, & O'Dwyer, 2015; Hoffmann et al., 1998; Taskinen et al., 2013).  
To answer the second research question, what impact chemistry-related self-concept, gender, school grade and lesson 
type (laboratory lessons/normal chemistry lessons) have on the interest in chemical content with and without everyday 
references (RQ2), a path model was calculated. Results show that chemistry-related self-concept is a significant pre-
dictor of interest for both chemical content with (moderate) and without everyday references (strong). That is, the 
higher the chemistry-related self-concept, the higher the interest in chemical content, regardless of whether it is related 
to everyday life or not. This result is not unexpected, as other studies have found that the self-concept can have a 
positive influence on interest (Marsh et al., 2005; Nagy et al., 2006; Potvin & Hasni, 2014), as in this study. Conversely, 
Taskinen et al (2013) found that the more references to everyday life are made in science lessons, the higher the self-
concept. Furthermore, gender is a significant negative but weak predictor for the interest in chemical content, but only 
for the content with everyday references. In this case, it means that female students have a lower interest in the everyday 
references presented in this study than male students. One explanation for this could be that half of the items presented 
are related to technology (e.g., "How the battery works in a cell phone" or "How to calculate the amount of carbon 
dioxide a car releases") and other studies already found that German and Austrian male students are more interested 
in technology-related content and female students are more interested in content related to the body or topics of their 
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everyday life (Elster, 2007a,b; Holstermann & Bögeholz, 2007; Wanjek, 2000). Therefore, Holstermann & Bögeholz 
(2007) suggest taking gender-specific interest into account when teaching, so that as often as possible both male and 
female students feel addressed by the choice of topics (everyday references) and can develop an equal interest in the 
different contents. We can only agree with this. The fact that gender is not a significant predictor for content that is 
not related to everyday references is seen positively by the authors of this paper, as it indicates that both male and 
female students are equally interested in this content. Schminke et al. (2007) found a similar trend and reported an 
incipient change in the interest in content in chemistry education and a growing blurring of gender differences in 
interest in chemical content. Further, school grade (level) is a significant negative (weak) predictor for the interest in 
chemical contents for both with and without everyday references. This means that the higher the school grade (level), 
the less interest students have in chemical content, regardless of whether it is related to everyday life or not. Several 
studies confirm this result and show that interest in science and chemistry seems to decline during the school career 
(Gräber, 1992a; Hoffmann et al., 1998; Köller et al., 2020; Sjøberg & Schreiner, 2019). One possible explanation for 
the decline in interest in science is the differentiation of interests in the course of puberty. However, interest in the 
natural sciences, particularly in chemistry and physics, declines much more compared to other subjects (Krapp & 
Prenzel, 2011; Ochsen et al., 2022). Finally, the lesson type is a significant but weak predictor for the interest in chemical 
content, both for the interest in content with everyday and without everyday references. In this case, it means that 
students who attend extra laboratory lessons have a higher interest in chemical content than students who have normal 
chemistry lessons. This may be because students have the opportunity to conduct more experiments in the laboratory 
lessons than in normal chemistry lessons and thus can also work on the chemistry content in a more practical way. 
However, further research is needed to confirm this assumption. 
To investigate the students' interest in experimental activities and the frequency of experimental activities in chemistry 
education (RQ3), both were analyzed descriptively (Table 3 & 4, Figure 2). Based on the descriptive results we found 
that students are most interested in conducting experiments independently, setting up experiments independently and 
watching the teacher conducting experiments. Gräber (1992b) and Woest (1997) already found similar results for 
chemistry education as well as Herbst et al. (2016) for physics education and Shirazi (2017) for science education, and 
Schminke et al. (2007) also found a significantly higher interest for the test group in a control group comparison, in 
which the test group received practice-oriented lessons with reference to everyday life and experiments to be conducted 
independently, and the control group did not receive practice-oriented lessons. Thus, we were able to confirm these 
most popular experimental activities again after more than 20 years (in comparison to Gräber (1992b) and Woest 
(1997)). At the same time, however, we found in our study that although experiments are frequently demonstrated by 
the teacher, independent experimentation, which is the most interesting activity for the students, is much less common 
in chemistry lessons, as Schreiner (2007) already found for Austrian students in science education. Schminke et al. 
(2007) note that it is particularly up to the teacher which elements and activities, e.g., everyday references and inde-
pendent experimentation by the students, occur in chemistry lessons. In this context, Shirazi (2017) found that the 
teacher in particular can have a positive but also a negative influence on the experience of school science. Hattie (2009, 
2012) has also already described the crucial role of the teacher in designing lessons and their impact on student achieve-
ment. Schminke et al. (2007) also points out that too little research has been done on the role of teachers in relation to 
students' interests in chemistry education. Therefore, more attention should be paid to this topic in the future. Emden 
et al. (2019) also point out that experiments are undoubtedly part of modern science teaching. According to these 
authors, however, students often only know experimentation as a tool whose usefulness cannot be properly assessed 
and is therefore understood more as a compulsory element of teaching that must be done. This implicitly promotes a 
passive consumer attitude on the part of the learners. However, experimentation in school can have a much greater 
potential. It can encourage learners to actively engage with unknown topics/content as well as their environment 
(everyday references) and thus also fulfils an educational function. Therefore, an attempt should be made to provide 
answers to the question of why all students should learn to experiment, not by watching, but by actively experimenting 
themselves, which enables formal education (Emden et al., 2019) and once again, we have found that conducting 
experiments independently is the most interesting activity for the students. Students find cognitive activities associated 
with the experiment, such as formulating reaction equations, the least interesting. Schminke et al. (2007) speaks of 
theoretical-constructive activities, Woest (1997) of abstract theoretical activities. Both authors (teams) also found that 
these activities met with little interest among students. Gräber (1992a) notes that it is exactly these more abstract 
activities that students find difficult and that interest in the subject declines as a result. Shirazi (2017) found similar 
findings for science education in her study. However, the fact that the interest in experimental activities has hardly 
changed in the last 20 years and that the haptic experimentation skills are more interesting than the cognitive experi-
mentation skills is not a satisfactory development for chemistry education. From the authors' point of view, both haptic 
and cognitive experimental activities/skills should be understood as a unit, which should also be taught to students in 
chemistry lessons. One approach could be the integration of inquiry-based learning, which is a widely accepted teaching 
and learning approach for science education. Inquiry-based learning places the self-directed experimentation of stu-
dents at the center, whereby the experiment as a central method of scientific knowledge plays an important role (Baur 
et al., 2020; Eckhardt et al., 2013), includes both the cognitive and haptic (manual) skills discussed above (Maiseyenka 
et al., 2013) and is also in the spirit of Emden et al. (2019). According to Nawrath et al. (2011), individual or several 
experimental sub-skills can be specifically addressed in lessons so that students are not overwhelmed during inquiry-
based learning. Inquiry-based learning should therefore be practiced continuously in chemistry education. In this way, 
cognitive activities that are rather uninteresting and perceived as difficult by the students, such as formulating and 
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testing hypotheses, (measuring) and formulating reaction equations, could be meaningfully linked to the students' in-
dependent experimentation, which as described above, is of the greatest interest to the students. The study by Fleischer 
et al. (2024), which focused on the activities of formulating hypotheses, measuring, and testing hypotheses, which are 
rather uninteresting for students, provides a promising result in this regard. The students independently conducted an 
everyday oriented experiment on the cooling effect of alternative ice cubes made of granite, soapstone, and ceramic, 
measuring their cooling effect compared to a normal water ice cube with the help of a digital temperature sensor. 
Overall, this study has shown, for the majority of students, that everyday oriented experiments in the spirit of inquiry-
based learning represent a promising approach to support the experimental sub-skills of formulating hypothesis, meas-
uring, and testing hypothesis, and could thus arouse interest in these rather uninteresting activities during experimen-
tation. 
 
Limitations 
Some limitations of this study need to be acknowledged. First, these results are limited by the fact that the survey was 
conducted at one point in time, in this case approximately in the middle of a school year. Unfortunately, due to practical 
limitations, such as contacting the schools, time for forwarding the questionnaire to the students and period for com-
pleting the questionnaire, it was not possible to conduct the study later in the current school year, e.g., at the end of a 
school year. Nevertheless, all students had sufficient chemistry lessons to gather impressions from their previous 
chemistry lessons, especially in terms of interest and frequency in experimental activities. To obtain further insight, it 
would be valuable to repeat such an interest study in the next years, to be able to represent as far as possible a current 
level of interest regarding chemistry education in Austria. In this way, possible changes in interest compared to previous 
older interest studies could be determined. Further, in interest studies, as in this study, students are asked how inter-
ested they are in certain content. According to Gräber (1992b), however, this can lead to the problem that the students 
have different associations with such items, especially in the case of general formulations such as "how to separate 
substance mixtures into their components". For example, some students might think of the construction of a distilla-
tion apparatus, others of scientific content such as boiling point or technical terms such as evaporation and condensa-
tion. Depending on the association, this chemical content could be more or less interesting for the students. In order 
to get more clarity here, follow-up studies could, for example, specifically ask about the students' associations and then 
relate these to the interest in the respective content. Nevertheless, the items of a questionnaire must be formulated 
concisely, so that the items can be answered by the students in a reasonable amount of time. Finally, the results of this 
study are limited to the self-reporting of the students. However, the results discussed are in line with the results of 
various interest studies that had a similar research design. For further research it would certainly be interesting to focus 
on the teachers as well and to investigate the question why teachers think chemistry education is interesting or unin-
teresting for their students and how students' interest in chemistry education could be increased from the teachers' 
perspective. 

6 Conclusions 

The study provides new and current insights into the interest of Austrian students in chemical content with and without 
everyday references in chemistry education. Furthermore, the study shows which experimental activities students are 
most interested in and how often experimental activities occur in chemistry lessons. We took a detailed look at interest 
in chemical content and analyzed corresponding items with and without reference to everyday life. The findings show 
that learners are significantly more interested in content with everyday references than in content without everyday 
references. Furthermore, this study showed that independent experimentation is of greatest interest for students, but 
at the same time occurs relatively rarely in chemistry lessons. Less popular, on the other hand, are abstract activities 
such as formulating reaction equations in the context of experiments. Results also reveal that chemistry-related self-
concept is a moderate/strong predictor for the interest in chemical content for both with and without everyday refer-
ences. The other predictors (gender, school grade, lesson type) each only have a weak influence on interest in this 
content. However, the results have shown that interest in chemistry content declines over the school career, just as 
other studies have previously found a declining interest in chemistry/science education (Gräber, 1992a, Köller et al., 
2020; Sjøberg & Schreiner, 2019). Therefore, it seems to be a difficult task to counteract this drop of interest, which 
has not yet been solved. One way of counteracting this loss of interest could be to teach with as much of the focus on 
everyday life as possible, considering the interests of female and male students when choosing the everyday reference 
and enabling the students to experiment independently, preferably with reference to everyday life, as often as possible. 
After all, this is what summarizes the greatest interests of students in chemistry education in this study. This appears 
to be possible by integrating inquiry-based learning in an everyday oriented manner, as the focus here is on independent 
experimentation by the students and both cognitive and haptic experimental activities/skills are understood as a unit. 
As inquiry-based learning is quite complex for students, it must be practiced regularly in chemistry lessons. However, 
further research will be required on how to counteract this loss of interest. Overall, our findings contribute to the 
research field of interest studies in science education, especially for chemistry education, and offer a current insight 
into the interest of Austrian students in chemical content as well as in experimental activities in chemistry education. 
 



Why Austrian students are (not) interested in chemistry education 

 

75 

Acknowledgements 

Authors thank all schools and students who participated in this study. 

References 

Apotheker, J. (2019). The irresistible use of contexts in chemistry education. Israel Journal of Chemistry, 59(6-7), 608-617. 
Barke, H.-D., Harsch, G., & Schmid, S. (2012). Everyday Life and Chemistry. In H.-D. Barke, G. Harsch, & S. Schmid 

(Eds.), Essentials of Chemical Education (217-243). Springer. 
Baur, A., Hummel, E., Emden, M., & Schröter, E. (2020). Wie offen sollte offenes experimentieren sein? Ein Plädoyer 

für das geöffnete experimentieren [How open should open experimentation be? A plea for open experimentation]. 
MNU Journal, 72, 125-128. 

Broman, K., & Simon, S. (2015). Upper secondary school students’ choice and their ideas on how to improve chemistry 
education. International Journal of Science and Mathematics Education, 13, 1255-1278. 

Cerini, B, Murray, I., & Reiss, M. J. (2003) Student Review of the Science Curriculum. Major Findings. Planet Science; Institute 
of Education, University of London; Science Museum. 

Childs, P. E., Hayes, S. M., & O’Dwyer, A. (2015). Chemistry and Everyday Life: Relating Secondary School Chemistry 
to the Current and Future Lives of Students. In I. Eilks & A. Hofstein (Eds.), Relevant Chemistry Education – From 
Theory to Practice (33-54). Sense Publishers. 

Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical Power Analysis for the Behavioral Sciences (2nd ed.). Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Publishers. 
Deci, E. L., & Ryan, R. M. (1993). Die Selbstbestimmungstheorie der Motivation und ihre Bedeutung für die Pädagogik 

[The self-determination theory of motivation and its significance for pedagogy]. Zeitschrift für Pädagogik 39(2), 223–
238. 

Denissen, J. J. A., Zarrett, N. R., & Eccles, J. S. (2007), I Like to Do It, I'm Able, and I Know I Am: Longitudinal 
Couplings Between Domain-Specific Achievement, Self-Concept, and Interest. Child Development, 78(2), 430-447. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2007.01007.x 

Dierks, P. O., Höffler, T. N., Blankenburg, J. S., Peters, H., & Parchmann, I. (2016). Interest in science: a RIASEC-
based analysis of students‘ interests. International Journal of Science Education, 38(2), 238-258. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09500693.2016.1138337 

Eckhardt, M., Urhahne, D., Conrad, O., & Harms, U. (2013). How effective is instructional support for learning with 
computer simulations? Instructional Science, 41, 105-124. 

Elster, D. (2007a) Student interests — the German and Austrian ROSE survey. Journal of Biological Education, 42(1), 5-
11. DOI: 10.1080/00219266.2007.9656100 

Elster, D. (2007b). In welchen Kontexten sind naturwissenschaftliche Inhalte für Jugendliche interessant? Ergebnisse 
der ROSE-Erhebung in Österreich und Deutschland [In which contexts are scientific content interesting for young 
people? Results of the ROSE survey in Austria and Germany]. Plus-Lucis, 3, 2-8. 

Elster, D. (2010). Zum Interesse Jugendlicher an den Naturwissenschaften. Ergebnisse der ROSE Erhebung aus Deutschland und 
Österreich [Young people's interest in the natural sciences. Results of the ROSE survey from Germany and 
Austria]. Shaker. 

Emden, M., Bewersdorff, A., & Baur, A. (2019). Kann Experimentieren in der Schule bilden? Ein Beitrag zur bildungs-
theoretischen Legitimation eines selbstverständlichen Gegenstandes des Naturwissenschaftsunterrichts [Can expe-
rimentation in school educate? A contribution to the educational-theoretical legitimization of a self-evident subject 
of science teaching]. Zeitschrift für Pädagogik 65(5), 710-729. 

Fleischer, T., Feichtner, J., Strauss, I., & Strahl, A. (2024). Everyday referenced use of a digital temperature sensor – 
how well do alternative ice cubes really cool a drink?. Chemistry Teacher International, 6(1), 93-102. 
https://doi.org/10.1515/cti-2023-0067 

Fürtbauer, E. M. (2015). Interessensstudie Physik [Physics interest study]. Diplomarbeit. Universität Salzburg. 
Gebhard, U., Höttecke, D. & Rehm, M. (2017). Pädagogik der Naturwissenschaften - Ein Studienbuch [Pedagogy of Natural 

Sciences - A Study Guide]. Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-531-19546-9 
Gräber, W. (1992a). Untersuchungen zum Schülerinteresse an Chemie und Chemieunterricht [Studies on student in-

terest in chemistry and chemistry lessons]. Chemie und Schule 39(7/8), 270-273. 
Gräber, W. (1992b). Interesse am Unterrichtsfach Chemie, an Inhalten und Tätigkeiten [Interest in the subject of 

chemistry, its content and activities]. Chemie und Schule 39(10), 354-358. 
Hattie, J. A. C. (2009). Visible learning. A synthesis of over 800 meta-analyses relating to achievement. Routledge. 
Hattie, J. A. C. (2012). Visible learning for teachers. Maximizing impact on learning. Routledge. 
Häussler, P., Hoffmann, L., Langeheine, R., Rost, J., & Sievers, K. (1998). A typology of students’ interests in physics 

and the distribution of gender and age within each type. International Journal of Science Education, 20(2), 223–238. doi: 
10.1080/0950069980200207 

Herbst, M., Fürtbauer, E. M., & Strahl, A. (2016). Interesse an Physik – in Salzburg [Interest in physics – in Salzburg]. 
PhyDid B – Didaktik der Physik – Beiträge zur DPG-Frühjahrstagung, 1-7.  

Hidi, S., & Renninger, K. A. (2006). The Four-Phase Model of Interest Development. Educational Psychologist, 41(2), 
111-127. https://doi.org/10.1207/s15326985ep4102_4 



Fleischer et al.

 

76 

Hochwarter, M. G. (2016). Interessensstudie Physik [Physics interest study]. Diplomarbeit. Universität Salzburg. 
Hoffmann, L., Häussler, P., & Lehrke, M. (1998). IPN-Interessenstudie Physik [IPN interest study in physics]. Institut für 

die Pädagogik der Naturwissenschaften. Kiel. 
Holstermann, N., & Bögeholz, S. (2007). Interesse von Jungen und Mädchen an naturwissenschaftlichen Themen am 

Ende der Sekundarstufe I [Boys‘ and girls‘ interest in science topics at the end of junior high school]. Zeitschrift für 
Didaktik der Naturwissenschaften, 13, 71–86. 

Holstermann, N., Grube, D., & Bögeholz, S. (2010). Hands-on activities and their influence on students’ interest. 
Research in Science Education, 40(5), 743–757. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11165-009-9142-0. 

Jansen, M., Schroeders, U., & Lüdtke O., (2014). Academic self-concept in science: multidimensionality, relations to 
achievement measures, and gender differences, Learning and Individual Differences, 30, 11–21. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lindif.2013.12.003 

Knapp, A. & Prenzel M. (2011). Research on Interest in Science: Theories, methods, and findings. International Journal 
of Science Education, 33(1), 27-50. https://doi.org/10.1080/09500693.2010.518645 

Köller, O. (2004). Konsequenzen von Leistungsgruppierungen [Consequences of achievement-based classifications]. Wax-
mann. 

Köller, O., Steffensky, M., Ebner, R., Gokus, S., Lange, T., André, J., Hammer, V., & Stork, C. (2020). MINT Nach-
wuchsbarometer 2020 [STEM young talent barometer 2020]. acatech, Körber-Stiftung. 

Krapp, A. (1992). Das Interessenkonstrukt. Bestimmungsmerkmale der Interessenhandlung und des individuellen In-
teresses aus der Sicht einer Person-Gegenstands-Konzeption [The interest construct. Determinants of the action 
of interest and the individual interest from the perspective of a person-object conception]. In A. Krapp & M. 
Prenzel (Eds.) Interesse, Lernen, Leistung. Neuere Ansätze der pädagogischen Interessensforschung (297–329). Verlag Aschen-
dorff. 

Krapp, A. (1998). Entwicklung und Förderung von Interessen im Unterricht [Development and promotion of interests 
in the classroom]. Psychologie in Erziehung und Unterricht, 44, 185-201. 

Krapp, A. (2000). Individuelle Interessen als Bedingung lebenslangen Lernens [Individual interests as a prerequisite 
for lifelong learning]. In: F. Achtenhagen, & W. Lempert (Eds.), Lebenslanges Lernen im Beruf — seine Grundlegung im 
Kindes- und Jugendalter (54-75). VS Verlag für Sozialwissenschaften. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-663-11200-6_5 

Maiseyenka, V., Schecker, H., & Nawrath, D. (2013) Kompetenzorientierung des naturwissenschaftlichen Unterrichts. 
Symbiotische Kooperation der Entwicklung eines Modells experimenteller Kompetenz [Competence orientation 
of science teaching. Symbiotic cooperation in the development of a model of experimental competence]. Physik 
und Didaktik in Schule und Hochschule, 1(12), 1-17. 

Marsh, H. W., Trautwein, U., Lüdtke, O., Köller, O., & Baumert, J. (2005). Academic self- concept, interest, grades 
and standardized test scores: Reciprocal effects models of causal ordering. Child Development, 76(2), 397-416. 

Nagy, G., Trautwein, U., Baumert, J., Köller, O., & Garrett, J. (2006). Gender and course selection in upper secondary 
education: Effects of academic self-concept and intrinsic value. Educational Research and Evaluation, 12, 323–345. 

Nawrath, D., Maiseyenka, V. & Schecker, H. (2011). Experimentelle Kompetenz - Ein Modell für die Unterrichtspraxis 
[Experimental competence - a model for teaching practice]. Praxis der Naturwissenschaften - Physik in der Schule 60(6), 
42-49. 

Ochsen, S., Bernholt, S., Bernholt, A., & Parchmann, I. (2022). Chemie finde ich eigentlich interessant, aber manchmal 
auch nicht – Zusammenhänge zwischen Merkmalen des Chemieunterrichts und dem situationalen Interesse von 
Lernenden [I actually find chemistry interesting, but sometimes not—couplings between characteristics of che-
mistry lessons and students’ situational interest]. Unterrichtswissenschaft, 50, 425-451.-10-28. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42010-021-00133-8 

Potvin, P., & Hasni, A. (2014). Interest, motivation and attitude towards science and technology at K-12 levels. A 
systematic review of 12 years of educational research. Studies in Science Education, 50(1), 85–129. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/03057267.2014.881626. 

Prenzel, M., Artelt, C., Baumert, J., Blum, W., Hammann, M., Klieme, E., & Pekrun, R. (Eds.) (2007). PISA 2006. Die 
Ergebnisse der dritten internationalen Vergleichsstudie [PISA 2006. Results of the third international comparative study]. 
Münster: Waxmann. 

Rüschenpöhler, L., & Markic, S. (2020). Secondary school students‘ chemistry self-concepts: gender and culture, and 
the impact of chemistry self-concept on learning. Chemistry Education Research and Practice, 21, 209-219. 

Schiefele, U. (2009). Situational and individual interest. In K. R. Wentzel & A. Wigfield (Eds.), Handbook of motivation 
at school (197–222). Erlbaum. 

Schminke, M., Pfeifer, P., & Haag, L. (2007). Mehr Interesse am Chemieunterricht durch Praxisorientierung? [More 
interest in chemistry lessons through practical orientation?] Mathematischer und naturwissenschaftlicher Unterricht, 60(3), 
177-185. 

Schöne, C., Dickhäuser, O., Spinath, B., & Stiensmeier-Pelster, J. (2002). Die Skalen zur Erfassung des Schulischen Selbst-
konzepts (SESSKO) [The Scales for the Assessment of the School Self-Concept (SESSKO)]. Hogrefe. 

Schreiner, C. & Sjøberg, S. (2004). ROSE: The Relevance of Science Education. Sowing the seeds of ROSE. Universität 
Oslo: Acta Didactica. 

Schreiner, C. (Ed.) (2007). Pisa 2006. Internationaler Vergleich von Schülerleistungen. Erste Ergebnisse [Pisa 2006: International 
comparison of student performance. First results]. Leykam. 



Why Austrian students are (not) interested in chemistry education 

 

77 

Shavelson, R. J., Hubner, J. J., & Stanton, G. C. (1976). Self-concept: Validation of construct interpretations. Review of 
Educational Research, 46, 407–441. doi: 10.3102/00346543046003407 

Shirazi, S. (2017). Student experience of school science. International Journal of Science Education, 39(14), 1891–1912. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09500693.2017.1356943. 

Singh, K., Granville, M., & Dika, S. (2002). Mathematics and science achievement: Effects of motivation, interest, and 
academic engagement. The Journal of Educational Research, 95(6), 323–332. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/00220670209596607 

Sjøberg, S., & Schreiner, C. (2019). ROSE (The Relevance of Science Education). The development, key findings and impacts of an 
international low cost comparative project. Final Report, Part 1 (of 2). https://www.researchgate.net/publica-
tion/335664683_ROSE_The_Relevance_of_Science_Education_The_development_key_findings_and_im-
pacts_of_an_international_low_cost_comparative_project_Final_Report_Part_1_of_2 

Ulusoy, F., & Onen, A.S. (2014). A research on the generative learning model supported by context-based learning. 
Eurasia Journal of Mathematics, Science and Technology Education, 10(6), 537-546. 

Valsiner, J. (1992). Interest: A metatheoretical perspective. In K. A. Renninger, S. Hidi, & A. Krapp (Eds.), The role of 
interest in learning and development (27–41). Lawrence Erlbaum Associates. 

Vedder-Weiss, D., & Fortus, D. (2012). Adolescents’ declining motivation to learn science: A follow-up study. Journal 
of Research in Science Teaching, 49(9), 1057–1095. doi: 10.1002/tea.21049 

Walpuski, M., & Hauck, A. (2017). Experimente und Lernerfolg. Wie können Experimentierphasen optimiert werden, 
um Interesse und Lernerfolg der Schülerinnen und Schüler zu erhöhen? [Experiments and learning success. How 
can experimentation phases be optimized to increase students' interest and learning success?] Unterricht Chemie 158, 
8–13. 

Wanjek J. (2000). Einflüsse von Alltagsorientierung und Schülerexperimenten auf den Erfolg von Chemieunterricht [Influences of 
everyday life orientation and student experiments on the success of chemistry lessons]. [Dissertation, Westfälische 
Wilhelms-Universität, Münster.] 

Woest, V. (1997). Der „unbeliebte“ Chemieunterricht? Ergebnisse einer Befragung von Schülern der Sekundarstufe 2 
[The "unpopular" chemistry lesson? Results of a survey of secondary level 2 students]. Der mathematische und natur-
wissenschaftliche Unterricht 50(1), 50-57. 

 


