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Abstract: This study aims to analyze a comparative perspective of education systems in 

Indonesia, Europe, and America. The main focus is to identify differences in educational 

approaches, curriculum structures, teaching methods, and the challenges faced by Indonesia in 

enhancing its education quality and global competitiveness. A qualitative library research 

method was employed, reviewing literature related to the education systems of the three 

regions. The results show that Europe emphasizes equitable access, flexibility, and 

competency-based education tailored to local needs. In contrast, the United States adopts a 

decentralized system, encouraging student freedom in course selection and non-academic skill 

development through extracurricular activities. Meanwhile, Indonesia applies a more 

centralized curriculum focusing on uniformity and cultural-moral values. Indonesia’s main 

challenges include achieving equitable access to quality education, improving teacher capacity, 

and integrating technology into learning processes. This conclusions represent that Indonesia 

can adopt best practices from Europe and America, such as curriculum flexibility, competency-

based approaches, and technology utilization, to create a more innovative and inclusive 

education system. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Adopting a straightforward, effective approach that accommodates the demands of 

students at all levels is the current trend in education (Martínez-Martín et al., 2024).Education 

plays a crucial role in shaping individuals' character, skills, and knowledge, serving as the 

foundation for addressing global challenges and advancing human civilization (Dananjaya, 

2023). Each country develops its education system based on its unique social, economic, and 

cultural contexts. Indonesia’s education system, while rooted in cultural values and national 

identity, faces persistent challenges such as unequal access to quality education, especially in 

remote areas, limited technology integration, and the need for continuous improvement in 

teacher competency (Kemendikbudristek, 2020). These challenges hinder Indonesia’s efforts 

to enhance the global competitiveness of its human resources. 
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In contrast, European and American education systems have long been recognized for 

their innovation, flexibility, and focus on equity. European countries prioritize equitable access 

to education, competency-based curricula, and strong vocational education programs tailored 

to labor market demands (Deissinger, 2010). For instance, Germany’s dual system combines 

theoretical learning in schools with hands-on training in industries, successfully preparing 

students for the workforce (Frackmann & De Weert, 1994). Meanwhile, the United States 

adopts a decentralized education system that emphasizes individual freedom, creativity, and 

critical thinking. Students are encouraged to explore diverse subjects through elective courses 

while actively participating in extracurricular activities, which contribute to their holistic 

development (Levin, 2012; United States Department of Education, 2021). 

United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization is the main force in 

exploring the theory and practise of lifelong learning in the world. The education system 

implemented in Europe and America is one of the applications of the UNESCO knowledge 

pillar where Learning to know and learning to do are closely related to how children can be 

taught to practice what they have learned, and how education can be aligned with future jobs. 

Learning to live together is to participate in all kinds of activities and cooperate with other 

people; Learning to be is to promote the comprehensive development of each person (Qinhua 

et al., 2022). 

The significant differences between Indonesia’s centralized and uniform system and the 

flexible, student-centered approaches in Europe and America offer valuable opportunities for 

learning and improvement. By identifying and adopting best practices, Indonesia can address 

its educational challenges and create a system that fosters inclusivity, innovation, and global 

competitiveness. 

This study provides a holistic comparative analysis of education systems in Indonesia, 

Europe, and America. Specifically, the main purpose of this study is to gain understanding of 

the key aspects such as curriculum structure, equity of access, technology integration, and 

character-based education. A qualitative library research method is employed, utilizing 

scholarly articles, research reports, and policy documents to identify strengths, weaknesses, 

and actionable insights from these regions. Through this analysis, the study provides strategic 

recommendations to help Indonesia align its education system with global standards while 

meeting local needs. 

 

METHOD 

This study uses a qualitative research approach with a library research method to conduct 

a comparative analysis of education systems in Indonesia, Europe, and America. Library 

research involves collecting and analyzing secondary data from various credible sources, 

including academic journals, books, official policy documents, government reports, and 

international educational studies. The research focuses on aspects such as curriculum structure, 

educational access and equity, teaching methodologies, technology integration, and character-

based education. 

The research subjects are education systems in Indonesia, selected European countries 

(e.g., Germany, Finland, and the Netherlands), and the United States. These regions were 

chosen because they represent diverse approaches to education, including centralized, flexible, 

and student-centered models. Data collection was conducted from January to March 2024 

through an extensive review of literature, using systematic selection criteria to ensure the 

relevance and reliability of the data. 

The analysis procedure involved content analysis and comparative analysis techniques to 

identify similarities, differences, strengths, and challenges of the respective education systems. 

Key themes such as access to education, curriculum flexibility, and technology usage were 

compared to highlight areas where Indonesia could adopt best practices. To ensure validity, 
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data triangulation was performed by cross-referencing multiple sources of information from 

international organizations like UNESCO, OECD, and national education departments. 

Through this methodological approach, the study aims to provide actionable insights and 

recommendations to enhance the Indonesian education system by adopting proven strategies 

from European and American education systems. 

 

RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

Comparison of Education Systems: Indonesia, Europe, and America 

The findings reveal notable differences and similarities between the education systems 

in Indonesia, Europe, and the United States. These differences pertain to curriculum structure, 

teaching methodologies, access to education, and technology integration. 

1. Curriculum Structure 

The education system in Indonesia remains centralized, with the national curriculum 

designed by the government and implemented uniformly across the country 

(Kemendikbudristek, 2020). The curriculum emphasizes academic subjects alongside character 

education rooted in Pancasila values. However, the lack of flexibility limits opportunities for 

students to explore individual interests and talents. 

In contrast, European countries such as Germany and Finland emphasize curriculum 

flexibility. For instance, Germany adopts a dual system that allows students to pursue 

vocational education while gaining practical skills through industry partnerships (Deissinger, 

2010). Finland’s curriculum focuses on holistic development, offering autonomy to teachers in 

designing local curricula that cater to student needs and regional characteristics (Tikkinen et 

al., 2020). 

The United States follows a decentralized curriculum structure, where state governments 

and school districts have the authority to design curricula. This system promotes flexibility and 

choice, enabling students to select subjects based on their interests and career aspirations 

(United States Department of Education, 2021). Elective courses and extracurricular activities 

play a significant role in developing students’ non-academic skills, such as leadership and 

creativity (Heath et al., 2022). 

2. Access and Equity 

      Educational access in Indonesia remains unequal, particularly in rural and remote areas. 

Limited infrastructure, teacher shortages, and technological gaps hinder the provision of quality 

education (Kemendikbudristek, 2020). While government programs aim to address this 

disparity, progress remains slow compared to Europe and America. 

European countries prioritize equitable access to education as a fundamental right. For 

example, Finland ensures that every student, regardless of location or socio-economic 

background, receives equal educational opportunities (Andriana & Eliza, 2021). Similarly, 

Germany’s robust vocational training system creates pathways for students to succeed, 

reducing unemployment rates and skills gaps (Frackmann & De Weert, 1994). 

In the United States, while the education system promotes accessibility, disparities exist 

due to funding inequalities based on property taxes. This leads to variations in school quality 

between affluent and underprivileged areas. Nevertheless, programs such as the Individuals 

with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) ensure inclusive education for students with special 

needs, demonstrating a commitment to equity (United States Department of Education, 2021). 

3. Teaching Methods and Technology Integration 

Teaching methods in Indonesia are traditionally lecture-based, with limited focus on 

interactive or technology-driven approaches (Montanesa & Firman, 2021). However, there is 

a gradual shift toward competency-based learning, although implementation remains 

inconsistent. 
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In Europe, innovative teaching practices are widely adopted. Finland emphasizes student-

centered learning, critical thinking, and life skills, minimizing reliance on standardized testing 

(Rofi’ah et al., 2023). Teachers are granted professional autonomy, enabling them to tailor 

lessons to students’ needs and local contexts. 

The United States integrates technology extensively into the learning process. Digital tools, 

online platforms, and blended learning environments have become essential components of 

education (Wang et al., 2018). Students are encouraged to utilize technology to foster creativity 

and enhance learning outcomes. Indonesia, by comparison, faces significant challenges in 

technology integration, particularly in remote regions where digital infrastructure is limited. 

4. Character and Competency Development 

Indonesia places strong emphasis on character education, incorporating religious and moral 

values into the curriculum to promote national unity and cultural tolerance. However, practical 

competency development remains secondary (Kemendikbudristek, 2020). 

In Europe and America, character development is integrated with skill-based education. 

For instance, Germany’s vocational education system equips students with practical 

competencies aligned with industry demands (Deissinger, 2010). Similarly, the United States 

emphasizes non-academic skills such as leadership, teamwork, and creativity through diverse 

extracurricular activities (Levin, 2012). 

 

Table 1.1 Comparison of Education Systems between Indonesia, Europe, and America 

Aspect Indonesia Europe America 

Curriculum 

Structure 

Centralized 

curriculum with 

national uniformity 

Flexible and 

competency-based 

curriculum 

Decentralized 

curriculum designed 

by state governments 

Curriculum 

Flexibility 

Limited, very few 

elective subject 

options 

Highly flexible, 

tailored to local needs 

Highly flexible, wide 

range of elective 

subjects 

Teaching 

Methods 

Dominated by 

lectures, limited 

technology adoption 

Interactive, student-

centered, teachers 

have autonomy 

Project-based, 

technology-driven, 

focuses on creativity 

Access and 

Equity 

Gaps in access, 

especially in remote 

areas 

Education equity is a 

top priority 

Inequities due to 

funding differences 

among regions 

Technology 

Integration 

Still under 

development 

Highly advanced, 

strong technology 

integration 

Extensive use of 

technology in 

education 

Character 

Development 

Based on Pancasila 

values and religion 

Holistic, focuses on 

life skills and 

competencies 

Focuses on creativity, 

leadership, and ethical 

values 

Vocational 

Education 

Limited, not fully 

aligned with industry 

needs 

Strong vocational 

education (e.g., 

Germany's dual 

system) 

Limited focus, more 

emphasis on academic 

pathways 

Extracurricular 

Activities 

Optional and flexible, 

less emphasized 

Integrated with formal 

education 

Important, significant 

role in college 

admissions 

Source: Processed from various sources by the researcher (2024). 

 

The comparison table highlights key differences and similarities between the education 

systems in Indonesia, Europe, and America across several critical aspects. Indonesia operates 
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a centralized curriculum with limited flexibility, where teaching methods are primarily lecture-

based and technology integration remains underdeveloped. Challenges in achieving equitable 

access to education, particularly in remote areas, further hinder Indonesia’s progress. Character 

development focuses on Pancasila values and religious teachings, while vocational education 

is still not fully aligned with industry demands. 

In contrast, Europe prioritizes flexibility and competency-based education, allowing 

curricula to be tailored to local needs. Teaching methods in European countries, such as Finland 

and Germany, are student-centered and encourage teacher autonomy. Europe excels in 

equitable access to education and integrates technology extensively. Notably, Germany’s dual 

system combines theoretical learning with hands-on vocational training, ensuring workforce 

readiness. 

The United States, on the other hand, emphasizes a decentralized education system that 

offers students significant curriculum flexibility. Teaching approaches prioritize creativity, 

critical thinking, and project-based learning, with technology playing a prominent role in 

classrooms. While extracurricular activities are critical in the U.S., particularly for college 

admissions, disparities in education quality arise due to unequal funding across regions. 

In summary, while Indonesia focuses on centralized systems and moral development, 

Europe and America offer more flexible, innovative, and technology-driven approaches. These 

systems provide valuable insights that Indonesia can adopt to improve curriculum flexibility, 

teacher autonomy, and equitable access, ultimately enhancing its global competitiveness. 

 

Discussion 

The comparison highlights that Indonesia's education system, while rooted in strong 

cultural and moral foundations, requires significant improvements to compete on a global scale. 

The current education system in Indonesia emphasizes uniformity, cultural values, and moral 

education based on Pancasila principles and religious teachings. While these elements are 

important for maintaining national identity and unity, they often overshadow the need for 

curriculum flexibility, technological integration, and vocational training, which are critical for 

addressing global challenges and workforce demands. In contrast, education systems in Europe 

and America have evolved to emphasize flexibility, equity, and technological advancement, 

providing valuable lessons for Indonesia to consider. 

1. Equitable Access 

Equitable access to quality education remains a pressing challenge in Indonesia. 

Significant disparities exist between urban and rural areas due to inadequate infrastructure, 

limited technological resources, and a shortage of qualified teachers. According to 

Kemendikbudristek (2020), schools in remote regions often face difficulties in providing 

modern learning facilities and competent educators, which hinders students' ability to 

compete on a national and global level. 

In contrast, European countries, such as Finland, prioritize educational equity as a 

fundamental right. Every child, regardless of socio-economic background or geographical 

location, receives equal access to high-quality education (Andriana & Eliza, 2021). 

Finland’s approach includes substantial investments in school infrastructure, teacher 

training, and student welfare, ensuring that rural and urban schools offer similar 

opportunities. Similarly, Germany's well-funded education system addresses regional 

disparities by integrating local industry partnerships into vocational training programs 

(Deissinger, 2010). 

Indonesia must learn from these best practices by prioritizing investments in 

infrastructure and teacher development to bridge the rural-urban divide. Improved policies 

that incentivize teachers to work in remote areas, combined with technology-driven 
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solutions such as distance learning programs, can significantly enhance educational access 

and quality in underserved regions. 

2. Curriculum Flexibility 

Indonesia’s education system is characterized by its centralized curriculum, which 

limits flexibility in learning. The focus on national standards often leaves little room for 

students to explore their individual interests and talents. While the curriculum incorporates 

cultural values and moral education, it lacks pathways for developing competency-based 

skills that align with the modern labor market (Montanesa & Firman, 2021). 

In comparison, European and American education systems are far more flexible. European 

countries design curricula that allow for regional adaptations while maintaining core 

standards. For example, Finland empowers teachers to tailor lessons to the needs of their 

students and local communities, fostering creativity and critical thinking (Tikkinen et al., 

2020). Similarly, the United States adopts a decentralized education system, where 

students can choose subjects that align with their interests and career aspirations. This 

approach promotes student autonomy and encourages skill development beyond 

traditional academic subjects (United States Department of Education, 2021). 

Indonesia can benefit from adopting elements of these flexible systems. By integrating 

elective subjects and competency-based learning into the national curriculum, students can 

develop skills relevant to their strengths and career goals. Flexibility in curriculum design 

will allow schools to address local needs while equipping students with critical skills for 

the global workforce. 

3. Technology Integration 

The integration of technology into education remains a challenge in Indonesia, 

particularly in rural and underserved regions. While efforts have been made to implement 

digital learning tools, their adoption is often hindered by inadequate infrastructure, poor 

internet connectivity, and limited access to devices (Kemendikbudristek, 2020). As a 

result, Indonesian students and teachers struggle to leverage technology as an effective 

tool for enhancing learning outcomes. 

In contrast, the United States has successfully implemented advanced digital tools and 

online learning platforms in its education system. Technology is integrated across all levels 

of learning, supporting project-based education, creativity, and student engagement (Wang 

et al., 2018). During the COVID-19 pandemic, the U.S. demonstrated the resilience of its 

education system by seamlessly transitioning to remote learning, further highlighting the 

importance of robust digital infrastructure and tools. 

Indonesia can address its technological gap by investing in digital infrastructure and 

providing teacher training programs to improve digital literacy. Additionally, government 

initiatives must prioritize expanding internet connectivity in rural areas to ensure equitable 

access to digital learning resources. By adopting technology-driven learning models seen 

in the United States, Indonesia can modernize its education system and prepare students 

for the demands of the digital economy. 

4. Vocational Education 

Vocational education in Indonesia remains underdeveloped and is often disconnected 

from industry needs. While vocational high schools (SMK) exist, they lack partnerships 

with businesses and industries that could provide students with hands-on experience and 

practical skills. As a result, graduates of vocational programs frequently struggle to meet 

labor market demands and face higher unemployment rates. 

Germany’s dual system of vocational education serves as a successful model that 

Indonesia can emulate. In this system, students alternate between classroom learning and 

practical training in industries, ensuring that they acquire both theoretical knowledge and 

practical skills (Deissinger, 2010). The strong collaboration between schools and 
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industries in Germany has led to a highly skilled workforce and low unemployment rates 

among young graduates. 

Indonesia can adopt elements of Germany’s vocational model by fostering industry-

school partnerships and creating pathways for students to gain real-world experience. 

Developing a robust vocational education system will enhance workforce readiness, 

reduce skills gaps, and support Indonesia’s economic development. 

 

CONCLUSION 

This study highlights the significant differences and similarities in the education systems 

of Indonesia, Europe, and America. The comparison demonstrates that while Indonesia 

maintains a centralized education system with a focus on uniformity and cultural values, 

European and American education systems emphasize flexibility, competency-based learning, 

and technological integration. European countries prioritize equitable access to quality 

education, while the United States champions decentralized curriculum structures, fostering 

student autonomy, creativity, and innovation. 

Indonesia’s key challenges lie in its limited curriculum flexibility, uneven access to 

education, and inadequate integration of technology in learning, particularly in rural and remote 

areas. Furthermore, the vocational education system in Indonesia requires significant 

development to align with industry needs, as seen in Germany’s dual system. Meanwhile, 

teaching methods in Indonesia, which are still dominated by traditional lectures, can benefit 

from the interactive and student-centered approaches adopted in Europe and America. 

To improve its education system, Indonesia can adopt best practices from Europe and 

America. Enhancing curriculum flexibility will empower students to pursue their interests and 

talents, while greater technology integration can bridge existing learning gaps and prepare 

students for a digital economy. Additionally, vocational education systems modeled after 

Germany and strong extracurricular involvement seen in the United States can support the 

holistic development of Indonesian students, equipping them with both academic and practical 

skills for the workforce. 

In conclusion, Indonesia must address its systemic challenges by learning from the 

advancements of European and American education systems. By focusing on equity, 

innovation, and competency development, Indonesia can build an education system that is 

inclusive, adaptable, and competitive on a global scale. These improvements will not only 

enhance the quality of education in the country but also contribute to the development of skilled 

and competent human resources, ensuring Indonesia's readiness to face global challenges in 

the 21st century. 
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