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■ Research objectives



1.1

Background

 International education for Chinese

 The influence of Covid-19

 The newest policies facilitating international 

mobility from and to China



Introduction

International Education for Chinese students

Westernised movement: 

in the quest of 

advanced knowledge

1842 

The Qing Dynasty

1978

The Reform and 

Opening-up Policy

A booming demand for 

pursuing international 

knowledge for skilled 

human resources

2019

before Covid-19

Big demands on 

inter-disciplinary 

talents

(Ministry of Education of the People’s Republic 

of China, 2020, 2020;Choudaha, 2017； United 

Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural 

Organization, 2020）

(Liu, 2016; Mok, 2016, 2023)

120 students to study 

Western science and 

engineering in the USA 

in 1872.

The Chinese Educational 

Mission (1872–1881)

Yung Wing (Yale Uni)

6,560,600 Chinese people obtained international 

degrees between 1978 and 2019.



您的文字内容

In ternat ional  s tudents ’  mobi l i ty  ( ISM )

Receiving destinations: benefit or not?
For countries: benefitted
Net income gain was generated from the international education industry (Bound et al., 2020; Ruiz, 2014):
• US: 44 billion dollars (Anderson, 2016; Bureau of Economic Analysis, 2019) 

• Australia: 16 billion dollars (Australian Education International, 2012)

• UK:14 billion dollars (British Council, 2012)

For universities: benefitted
• layoffs and budget deficiencies for insufficient full-tuition-paying international 

students (Hegarty, 2014；Welch, 2022a).

Thus, the benefits of 
maintaining an 

adequate number of 
overseas students are 

critical for the economy 
of universities and 

countries (Marginson & 
Xu, 2022; Redden, 2019).



您的文字内容

The In f luence  of  Covid -19  on  the  In ternat ional  
Educat ion  of  Ch inese  S tudents

• Immobility (amid Covid-19)

Global lockdowns at the peak of 

the pandemic 

Inbound:  “Trapped in a double bind”: 

price+demand; (Ma & Miller, 2021, p. 1598; 

Deng et al., 2021; S. Chen, 2022)

From zero tolerance to coexistence 

with the COVID-19 virus in 

January 2023Frequent emergency flight fuses

• Policy for remobilization 

(after Covid-19)

Policy shifting facilitates  

international mobility from and to 

China 

✓ flight availability

✓ quarantine-related

inconveniences

Outbound: C9 League university 

students’ intention to study abroad: 

from 23.74% to 11.49% in 2020 
(Lin, 2020).



您的文字内容

The Impact of COVID-19 on  Chinese International students’ Mobility

Higher 

education 

institutions(HEIs)

The university is heavily affected by

• massive lockdowns ;

• facilities closure;

• declined international travel and 

shipping; 

• global unemployment.

Pedagogical countering measures

e.g. hosting online; virtual classrooms

(Evans Darrell et al., 2020; Longhurst et al., 2020)

Students

Multiple 

destinations in 

applications to 

avoid those.

(Evans Darrell et al., 2020; Gruszczynski, 

2020; World Trade Organization, 2020)

(EIC Education, 2021; 

New Oriental, 2021)



1.2

Literature Review

 The pull factors of destination decisions

 Insufficiency of the identified pull factors

 Research questions



PUSH FACTORS: the social, political, and economic developments in students’ home 

countries that motivate them to pursue education abroad (e.g. Bodycott & Lai, 2012; Dimmock et 

al., 2010; Lee, 2014) 

PULL FACTORS: the elements that attract students to select one destination over 

others (Lee, 2017; Mazzarol et al., 2001)

In this research, only the PULL factor of the push and pull model is adopted 

as the research framework because the push factors are less relevant for 

those students we studied during COVID-19.

The pull factors of destination decisions

Literature Review



Literature Review

(Bodycott, 2009; Dimmock & Ong Soon Leong., 2010; Li & Bray, 2007; Mazzarol & Soutar, 2002; Yang, 2007 )

Pull



Literature Review

Insufficiency of the identified pull factors

Previous studies were all conducted before the pandemic when there was little to 

consider regarding mobility.

One difference that has already emerged regarding the choice of studying 

destinations relates to the application process. Chinese students now have a 

strong tendency to apply to multiple destinations (EIC Education, 2021; New Oriental, 2021).



1.3

Research objectives
1. To re-examine the influence of COVID-

19 on the pull factors that help Chinese 
full-tuition-paying international 
students to decide on institution 
destinations

2. To investigate the similarity and 
differences in evaluating pull factors 
between Chinese students and 
parents



Methodology

02



1(the least 

important)

7 (the most 

important)

Survey

7-point Likert Scale 

Research 

Design

1. online survey 

platforms (5.84%); 

2. study abroad 

agencies (58.13%);

3. HEIs' global 

cooperation programs

(36.03%).

Sample ( n=1,335)

Procedure 

and 

Sample

Methodology

Pull Factors Sub-factors

The reputation of 

institutions and city

(1) World ranking of institutions

(2) World ranking of majors

(3) Knowledge of the host city

(4) Knowledge of the host institution

The employment and 

immigration 

opportunities

(5) Overseas employment prospects

(6) Chinese employment prospects

(7) Immigration opportunities

The economic 

development of the 

host country

(8) Economic development of host 

country

Recommendations of 

others
(9) Recommendations of others

Language in use
(10) Tuition language

(11) Daily language

Cost of overseas 

experiences

(12) Tuition cost

(13) Living cost 

Table 1. Pull factors and corresponding subfactors
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97 were excluded 

Valid survey :

✓ 1,054 for 

students;

✓ 184 for 

parents

Data 

Cleaning

Students

✓ Bachelor:398 

✓ Master: 565

✓ Doctor:  91 (8.28%)

Gender:

✓ 61% females 

✓ 39% males

Parents:

✓ Bachelor:72%; 133

✓ Master: 27%; 49

Participants

Methodology

0.00%

10.00%

20.00%

30.00%

40.00%

50.00%

60.00%

70.00%

80.00%

bachelor’s degrees master’s degrees

Students Parents

n=1054 n=184

Figure 1 Parents And Students' Goals for Study Abroad



Pull factors for students: ‘

• Tuition cost (83.87%)

• Living cost (69.55%)

• Tuition language (67.74%)

• Chinese employment prospects (54.84%) 

Find ing  1 :  Pu l l  f ac tors  for  s tudent s



Pull factors for parents
1. tuition cost’ (84.24%)
2. living cost’ (68.48%)
3. tuition language (63.59%)
4. world ranking of institutions (53.26%) 
5.   Chinese employment prospects 
(51.63%)



Differences in rating pull factors between students and parents

Factors that attract and influence Students Parents Significance

decision-making Mean Mean Significance

Tuition Cost 5.97 6.54 P < 0.001

Living Cost 5.13 5.12 P = 0.935

Tuition Language 5.03 4.91 P = 0.446

Chinese Employment Prospects 4.65 4.02 P < 0.001

World Ranking of Institutions 3.32 3.41 P = 0.561

World Ranking of Majors 3.23 3.11 P = 0.288

Daily Language 3.09 2.17 P < 0.001

Knowledge of Host City 2.97 5.15 P < 0.001

Knowledge of Host Institution 2.52 5.19 P < 0.001

Economic Development of Host 2.45 4.48 P < 0.001

- - -

Recommendations of Others 1.72 4.53 P < 0.001

Immigration Opportunities 1.05 1.26 P < 0.001

Overseas Employment Prospect 1.02 1.01 P = 0.378

Table 4. Comparison of factor importance between the student group and parent group



Discussion and Implications

04



Tuition Cost Living Cost
Tuition

Language

Chinese

Employment

Prospects

World

Ranking of

Majors

1 5

1 .  A  c o m b i n a t i o n  o f  f i v e  t o  s i x  f a c t o r s  i s  d e c i s i v e  e n o u g h  f o r  

t h e  d e s t i n a t i o n  d e c i s i o n

In decreasing importance

World

Ranking of

Institutions

2 3 4 5 6

Tuition Cost Living Cost
Tuition

Language

World

Ranking of

Institutions

Chinese

Employment

Prospects

1 5

Recomm-

endation of

others

2 3 4 5 6

S t u d e n t s ’

In decreasing importanceP a r e n t s ’

The consideration ratio showed in table 2 and 3, which is the likeliness of individuals in the sample 

considering a certain pull factor, totals 566.30% and 526.62% for students and the parents respectively.



2.  Cr i t ica l  factors shared in both groups

Parents and international students 
resemble in relevant pull factors: 

They favour elite education,
institutions and programs at an 
affordable price for employment 

advancement in China.

Subject and institution rankings are 
still effective for successful 

employment (Lv et al., 2014).



3 . U n i m p o r t a n t  f a c t o r s

Factors that no longer be considered important:

① employment prospects of destination;

② immigration opportunities;

③ recommendations of friends and family.

WHY not important?

1. There is an increasing trend of returning Chinese international students from 2019 to 2021
(MoE, 2020; Dong et al., 2021);

2. There is a political explanation that the worsening relationship between China and the US has

led to a new cold war and other major west powers (Mok et al., 2022; Welch, 2022b);

3. There is a possible demographic answer. Previous Chinese families showed strong patriarchal

tendencies (Kang, 2011; Song, 2020) while after the one-child policy began in 1979, parents

become more prone to their sons’ needs and life projects (Song, 2012; Ren, 2006).



4 . D i f f e r e n c e s  i n  p a r e n t s ’  a n d  s t u d e n t s ’  p r i o r i t i e s

Students: Chinese employment prospects and daily language;

• From a Return on Investment perspective, they see English as an opportunity for global  
communication skills and employment (Altbach & Knight, 2007).

Parents: tuition cost; knowledge of host city, knowledge of host institution, and the 
recommendation of others.

• Parents are more fixated on cost, something that must be related to the negative effects 
Covid-19 had on families’ finance;

• Knowledge of host city and institutions can be interpreted as parents now having a high 
involvement in children’s education choices, being affected by Confucianism and Mencius;

• Economic development is a reliable indicator of higher-quality education.



5.Recommend at ions  fo r  Inst i tut ions

Methods for more full-

tuition-paying 

international students:

offering financial aid;

emphasizing in return on 

investment.

a. Financial aid has proven before to be

beneficial for students and universities,

even during economic downturns (Abbas

et al., 2021, p. 4; Bamberger et al., 2020).

b. For students’ education investment,

Institutions should work with Chinese

study-abroad agencies to advertise

figures like the Chinese employment rate,

the average salary of graduates, and the

Chinese career paths of the institution’s

alumni.



Implications

1. Research design:

• Future research can use qualitative data to know more about the reasons

• Pairing students with parents’ design will be very valuable in understanding the
differences between students and parents.

2. Research scale:

• Similar research country-wide is valuable especially after China abandoned the
zero-tolerance policy

• Large-scale surveys across different countries will be meaningful in
understanding international students’ mobility through a comparative
perspective



References
Abbas, J., Alturki, U., Habib, M., Aldraiweesh, A., & Al-Rahmi, W. M. (2021). Factors affecting students in the selection of country for higher education: A

comparative analysis of international students in Germany and the UK. Sustainability, 13(18), 10065.

Altbach, P. G., & Knight, J. (2007). The internationalization of higher education: Motivations and realities. Journal of Studies in International Education,

11(3–4), 290–305.

Bodycott, P., & Lai, A. (2012). The influence and implications of Chinese culture in the decision to undertake cross-border higher education. Journal of Studies in

International Education, 16(3), 252–270.

Bowen, W. G., & Breneman, D. W. (1993). Student aid: Price discount or educational investment? The Brookings Review, 11(1), 28.

Cebolla-Boado, H., Hu, Y., & Soysal, Y. N. (2018). Why study abroad? Sorting of Chinese students across British universities. British Journal of Sociology of

Education, 39(3), 365–380.

Chen, J. M. (2016). Three levels of push-pull dynamics among Chinese international students’ decision to study abroad in the Canadian context. Journal of

International Students, 7(1), 113–135.

Cheung, C. S. S., & Pomerantz, E. M. (2011). Parents’ involvement in children’s learning in the United States and China: Implications for children’s academic and

emotional adjustment. Child Development, 82(3), 932–950.

Chen, S. S. (2022, August 15). Shi Wan Yuan Dou Qiang Bu Dao Yi Zhang Ji Piao? Shu Qi Hui Guo Wei He Zhe Me Nan [One hundred thousand yuan cannot buy a

plane ticket? Why is it so difficult to return for the summer]. China Business Network. https://www.163.com/dy/article/HER0JFHE0519DDQ2.html

Deng, J. Y., Bai, J. J., Lu, Y. Y., Lu, Z. Y., & Yang, Q. W. (2021). Xin Xing Guan Zhuang Bing Du Fei Yan Yi Qing Qi Jian Zhong Guo Liu Xue Sheng Hui Guo Ge Li Xin

Li Zhuang Kuang Fen Xi Yu Gan Yu Ping Jia [The interference assessment and psychological analysis for returning Chinese overseas students during the

Covid-19 pandemic]. Guang Dong Yi Xue, (10), 1161–1166. https://doi.org/10.13820/j.cnki.gdyx.20210894

Dhar, B. K. (2020). Impact of COVID-19 on Chinese Economy. Economic Affairs, 9(3/4), 23–26.

Dimmock, C., & Ong Soon Leong, J. (2010). Studying overseas: Mainland Chinese students in Singapore. Compare, 40(1), 25–42.

EIC Education. (2021). Zhong Guo Liu Xue Shi Chang 2021 Pan Dian Yu 2020 Zhan Wang [The inventory of 2021 and outlook of 2022 for the Chinese international

education market]. EIC Education.

Gao, Z. P. (2012). Hai Wai Ke Ji Ren Cai Hui Liu Yi Yuan De Ying Xiang Yin Su Fen Xi [The factor analysis of returning willingness of overseas technology talents].

Ke Yan Guan Li, (8), 98–105. https://doi.org/10.19571/j.cnki.1000-2995.2012.08.013.

Gao, X. & Xue, H. P. (2020). Jia Ting Bei Jing, Jia Zhang Can Yu He Chu Zhong Sheng Ying Zi Jiao Yu Can Yu - Lai Zi CEPS2015 Shu Ju De Shi Zheng Yan Jiu [A study

of family background, parental involvement and shadow education involvement of middle school students - A empirical study of CEPS2015 data]. Jiao Yu

Xue Shu Yue Kan, (9), 3–11+71. https://doi.org/10.16477/j.cnki.issn1674-2311.2020.09.001.

https://www.163.com/dy/article/HER0JFHE0519DDQ2.html
https://doi.org/10.13820/j.cnki.gdyx.20210894


References
Krstić, M., Filipe, J. A., & Chavaglia, J. (2020). Higher education as a determinant of the competitiveness and sustainable development of an economy.

Sustainability, 12(16), 6607.

Lee, C. F. (2014). An investigation of factors determining the study abroad destination choice: A case study of Taiwan. Journal of Studies in International

Education, 18(4), 362–381.

Lee, S. W. (2017). Circulating east to east: Understanding the push–pull factors of Chinese students studying in Korea. Journal of Studies in International

Education, 21(2), 170–190.

Lv, H. Y., Du, J., & Liu, Z. G. (2014). Gao Xiao Bi Ye Sheng Jiu Ye Lv De Ying Xiang Yin Su Fen Xi [An analysis of influential factors regarding employment rate of

higher education graduates]. Da Qing Shi Fan Xue Yuan Xue Bao, (3), 93–97. https://doi.org/10.13356/j.cnki.jdnu.2095-0063.2014.03.025.

Lin, J. (2020). Guo Nei Ding Jian Da Xue Ben Ke Bi Ye Sheng Jiu Ye Qing Kuang Ji Qu Shi Fen Xi [Employment situation and trend analysis for Chinese

undergraduates from elite universities -An investigation based on employment quality reports of C9 universities from 2017 to 2019]. Gao Deng Jiao Yu Xue

Bao, 43(3), 11–18+85.

Liu, Y. (2016). Xin Zhong Guo Chu Guo Liu Xue Zheng Ce Bian Qian Yan Jiu 1949-2014 [The changes regarding International Education Policy of People’s Republic of

China 1949-2014]. [Unpublished doctoral dissertation]. Northeast Normal University.

https://kns.cnki.net/KCMS/detail/detail.aspx?dbname=CDFDLAST2017&filename=1016109888.nh

Marginson, S. (2010). Higher education in the global knowledge economy. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 2(5), 6962–6980.

Mazzarol, T., Soutar, G. N., & Thein, V. (2001). Critical success factors in the marketing of an educational institution: A comparison of institutional and

student perspectives. Journal of Marketing for Higher Education, 10(2), 39–57.

Mazzarol, T., & Soutar, G. N. (2002). ‘Push‐pull’ factors influencing international student destinationchoice. International Journal of Educational

Management,16(2), 82-90.

Ministry of Education of the People’s Republic of China. (2020, December). Statistics on Chinese learners studying overseas in 2019.

http://en.moe.gov.cn/news/press_releases/202012/t20201224_507474.html

Mok, K. H. (2016). Transnationalizing and internationalizing higher education in China: Implications for regional cooperation and university governance in Asia. In

Oh, Y.C., Shin, G.W. and Moon, R.J. (eds.) Internationalizing Higher Education in Korea. Stanford: Asia-Pacific Research Center.

Mok, K. H. (2023). China’s three-pronged approach managing the new geo-politics in international higher education. In Mok, K. H. Globalizing China:

Social and Governance Reforms, London: Routledge.

Mok, K. H., Zhang, Y. L. and Bao, W. (2022). Brain drain or brain gain: A growing trend of Chinese international students returning home for development. In Mok, K.

H. (ed.) Higher Education, Innovation and Entrepreneurship from Comparative Perspectives. Higher Education in Asia: Quality, Excellence and Governance.

Singapore: Springer.



References

New Oriental. (2021, May). 2021 Zhong Guo Liu Xue Bai Pi Shu [The 2021 white paper of Chinese overseas studies].

http://www.199it.com/archives/1269816.html

Pan, J. & Chen, G. H. (2014). Jia Ting Jue Ce, She Hui Hu Dong, and Lao Dong Li Liu Dong [Family decision-making, social assistance and

labour mobility]. Jing Ji Ping Lun, (3), 40–50+99. https://doi.org/10.19361/j.er.2014.03.004.

Ren, Z. X. (2006). Bu Liang Qin Zi Hu Dong Yu Bing Tai Jia Ting Jie Gou-Dui Ji Ge Zhong Guo Wen Ti Jia Ting De Pou Xi [Unhealthy parent-

child interaction and abnormal family structures - a dissection of a few Chinese family problems]. Shan Dong Da Xue Xue Bao (Zhe

Xue She Hui Ke Xue Ban), (5), 122–125.

Simpson Scarborough. (2020). Higher Ed & COVID-19: National student survey. https://impact.simpsonscarborough.com/covid19/

Song, K. (2020). Cong Zhong Guo Jia Ting San Jiao Jie Gou Zhong Quan Li Bian Qian De Shi Jiao Jie Du Fu Mu De Er Tong Guan [Interpreting

the parents’ view of children from the perspective of power transition in the triangle structure of Chinese families]. Jiao Yu Dao Kan

(Xia Ban Yue), (11), 88–91.

Touraine, A. (2002). The importance of social movements. Social Movement Studies, 1(1), 89-95.

Wang, S. B. (2001). Zhong Guo She Hui De Qiu Zhu Guan Xi - Zhi Du Yu Wen Hua De Shi Jiao [The seek and help relationship in Chinese

society ---- a perspective of system and culture]. She Hui Xue Yan Jiu, (4), 1–10. https://doi.org/10.19934/j.cnki.shxyj.2001.04.001.

Welch, A. (2022a). A plague on higher education? COVID, Camus and Culture Wars in Australian universities. Higher Education

Quarterly, 76(2), 213-229.

Zhang, H. (2020). The influence of the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic on family violence in China. Journal of Family Violence, 1–11.

Zhou, X. L., & Li, X. (2012). Guo Ji Liu Xue Sheng Gao Deng Jiao Yu De Fa Zhan Xian Zhuang, Qu Shi Ji Dui Wo Guo De Qi Shi [The

developmental status quo and trend of international students at higher education and its revelation for China]. Dang Dai Zhi Ye Jiao

Yu, (7), 94–96.



P r o f .  K a  H o  M O K  
k a h o m o k @ l n . e d u . h k

P r o f .  B a o h u a  Y U
l u c y y u @ l n . e d u . h k

mailto:kahomok@ln.edu.hk
mailto:lucyyu@ln.edu.hk

	Slide 1
	Slide 2
	Slide 3
	Slide 4
	Slide 5
	Slide 6
	Slide 7
	Slide 8
	Slide 9
	Slide 10
	Slide 11
	Slide 12
	Slide 13
	Slide 14
	Slide 15
	Slide 16
	Slide 17
	Slide 18
	Slide 19
	Slide 20
	Slide 21
	Slide 22
	Slide 23
	Slide 24
	Slide 25
	Slide 26
	Slide 27
	Slide 28: References
	Slide 29: References
	Slide 30: References
	Slide 31: Prof. Ka Ho MOK kahomok@ln.edu.hk   Prof. Baohua YU lucyyu@ln.edu.hk   

