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FOREWORD

We live in a world that is more closely internationally networked than ever before. Globalization touches virtually every aspect of our lives.

Scientific advances and technological innovations have made significant contributions to these developments. This has led to an increasing

recognition that international approaches, openness and mobility are key components and distinguishing characteristics of academic

excellence.

Germany has established itself internationally as an attractive place to study and conduct research. This has been confirmed by the 

18th Social Survey of the Deutsches Studentenwerk on the internationalization of higher education. Since 1997, the number of foreign

students who come to Germany to study has increased every year – from 100,033 to 189,450. This places Germany among the leading

academic destinations in the world, behind the United States and Great Britain.

There are many reasons to study in Germany. Foreign students have a wide range of motivations, from the desire to improve their language

skills and acquire specialized knowledge in Germany, to the expectation that studying in Germany will improve their career opportunities.

Young people from developing countries, countries in transition, and Eastern European countries are particularly interested in studying in

Germany. Based on their experiences while studying here, the majority of foreign students would recommend pursuing studies in Germany

to friends and acquaintances back home.

German students also see studying abroad as an attractive option. They are significantly more mobile than students from other leading

industrialized nations. The number of German students abroad rose from 52,200 in 2000 to 75,800 in 2005.

The results also show, however, that the international mobility of German students is linked to their social origins. The anticipated extra

financial burden of studying in a foreign country is the main factor influencing their personal views on study-related stays abroad. This 

reflects the important role played by BAföG (Germany’s Federal Law on Support for Education and Training) in financing studies abroad.

The present study provides the empirical basis for ensuring continued success in the future, which depends on a strong social infrastructure

as an essential element for promoting studies for foreigners and studies abroad.

We would like to express our thanks to everyone who contributed to the success of this endeavor, the students who filled out the

comprehensive questionnaire, the staff of the institutions of higher education and the students services for their support, and the team 

at HIS Hochschul-Informations-System GmbH for the successful implementation of the study.

Berlin, April 2008

Berlin, im April 2008

Dr. Annette Schavan, MP Prof. Dr. Rolf Dobischat

Federal Minister of Education and Research President, Deutschen Studentenwerk
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Database
The database for the present report was compiled from the results

of the 18th Social Survey on behalf of the Deutsches Studen-

tenwerk (National Association of Student Services Organizations)

with funding from the German Ministry for Education and Re-

search (BMBF). During the 2006 summer semester, HIS Hochschul-

Informations-System conducted a written survey of the economic

and social situation of 1,870 foreign students (who came to Ger-

many for study reasons) and 16,590 German students (including

foreign students with a German education). The results of the sur-

vey of foreign students are presented in Chapter 2 of this report.

Chapter 3 focuses exclusively on the topic of study-related stays

abroad based on the survey of German students. The results of the

main survey of German students in the 18th Social Survey were

published in June 2007 by the BMBF.1

Results

The following selection of results is intended to give readers a

short overview of the contents of the present report.

Statistical Overview

(1) Rapid annual increases in the number of students abroad

boosted international mobility to a total of 2.7 million students by

the year 2005. China, India and South Korea are currently the

countries with the largest numbers of students abroad. Industrial-

ized countries are the main destination of these mobile students

(Figure 1.1).

(2) In terms of absolute numbers, the US is the world’s leading host

country. Mobile foreign students represent 3.4% of the total stu-

dent population in the US. Germany has a significantly higher

proportion of mobile students (11.5%), bringing it almost to the

same level as the UK (13.9%, Figure 1.2).

(3) German students are considerably more mobile than students

from other developed countries. Germany sends 2.9% of its stu-

dents abroad compared to 1.0% from the UK and 0.2% from the US

(Figure 1.2).

(4) The total number of foreign students in Germany has risen

every year since 1997, from 100,033 to 189,450 in 2006. This

brought the proportion of foreign students in the German student

population to 9.5% in 2006. If foreign students with a German edu-

cation are included, the proportion of students with foreign citi-

zenship attending German institutions of higher education is

12.5%.

(5) Chinese students are the largest group of foreign students in

Germany, with 13.8% of the foreign student population, followed

1
The Economic and Social Conditions of Student Life in the Federal Re-
public of Germany in 2006, 18th Social Survey of the Deutsches Studen-
tenwerk conducted by HIS Hochschul-Informations-System, publisher
German Federal Ministry for Education and Research, Bonn, Berlin 2007
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by Bulgaria and Poland (6.6% and 6.5%, respectively). The majority

of foreign students at German institutions of higher education

still come from European countries (51%).

(6) The number of German students abroad continues to rise.

From 2000 to 2005, the mobile student population increased from

52,200 to 75,800 (Figure 1.7).

(7) The main host countries for German students in 2005 were the

Netherlands, the UK and Austria, each with over 10,000 students

from Germany.

Studying in Germany – Foreign Students in 2006

(8) The vast majority (85%) of foreign students independently or-

ganized their studies in Germany. The remaining 15% came to Ger-

many as part of a mobility, partnership, cooperation or exchange

program (Figure 2.16).

9) An analysis of the income situation in the country of origin re-

veals that nearly half the foreign students in Germany come from

countries with a low or lower middle per capita income. More

than a fifth of the foreign students come from countries with a

high per capita income (Figure 2.2).

10) More than two-thirds of the foreign students are pursuing

their first degree. In addition, nearly one-fifth are graduate stu-

dents and nearly one-tenth are pursuing partial studies in Ger-

many (Figure 2.4).

(11) Men outnumber women among foreign students from low

and lower middle income countries, whereas more women than

men come to Germany from upper middle and high income coun-

tries (Figure 2.18).

(12) Most foreign students intend to acquire a degree in Germany

(90%). The proportion that is pursuing a bachelor’s or a master’s

degree was seven percent higher in 2006 than in 2003 (Figure 2.7).

(13) Most foreign students come to Germany with previous study

experience (70%). Nearly half reported that they had already com-

pleted a degree (46%; Figure 2.21). One out of four foreign students

(not including guest students, i.e., students pursuing partial stud-

ies) are dissatisfied with the equivalency that was granted in rec-

ognition of their previous education.

(14) The main academic reasons given by respondents for studying

in Germany were to improve their knowledge of German, to gain

specific specialist knowledge, and the expectation that conditions

and facilities would be better than back home (Figure 2.31). In ad-

dition, the main motivation cited by foreign students who opted

to study in Germany was that it would improve their career oppor-

tunities (Figure 2.33).

(15) Foreign students pursuing their first degree or enrolled as

guest students meet their living expenses in Germany primarily

with personal earnings secured while attending an institution of

higher education (39%) and with money from their parents (31%).
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Scholarships are the next most important source of funds for for-

eign students, accounting for 12% of their income (Figure 2.40).

(16) Foreign students pursuing their first degree or enrolled as

guest students have an average monthly income of €654. The cor-

responding group of German students (reference group “normal

students”) has a significantly higher level of income (€770).

(17) Foreign students who are pursuing their first degree in Ger-

many face a difficult financial situation. These students depend

primarily on personal earnings to meet their living expenses (Fig-

ure 2.41).

(18) More than half the foreign students (at least 55%, maximum

61%) were gainfully employed during the spring break of 2006.

The employment rate was not any lower during the subsequent

semester period (Figure 2.45).

(19) Student halls of residence are by far the main type of housing

and are used by 43% of the foreign student population (Figure

2.48). A particularly high proportion of foreign students who

came to Germany as participants in a mobility or cooperation pro-

gram (60%) live in student halls of residence.

(20) Only 43% of the foreign students surveyed indicated that Ger-

many was their first choice on the list of countries where they

would have preferred to study (Figure 2.60).

(21) When asked about where they encountered difficulties dur-

ing their stay in Germany, the most commonly cited areas were

figuring out the academic system, meeting German students and

financing studies; 38% to 40% of the foreign students had huge dif-

ficulties with these obstacles (Figure 2.61).

(22) Based on their experiences with the living and studying con-

ditions in Germany, the majority of foreign students reported that

they would recommend to friends and acquaintances in their

home country that they study in Germany. Students from low and

lower middle income countries were less willing to recommend

Germany than students from upper middle and high income

countries (see Chapter 2.6.4).

German Students Abroad

(23) Of the German students and foreign students with a German

education who were enrolled in a German institution of higher

education during the 2006 summer semester and pursuing their

first degree, 16% indicated that they had completed a study-re-

lated stay abroad (degree, internship, language course, etc.) and

7% reported that they had temporarily studied at a foreign institu-

tion of higher education (Figure 3.2).

(24) Focusing on students in advanced semesters (9th to 14th se-

mester for universities, 7th to 11th semester for universities of ap-

plied sciences), 31% had completed a study-related stay abroad

and 16% had temporarily studied abroad (Figure 3.1).

(25) An examination of students in advanced semesters reveals

that the international mobility of German students has increased

significantly since 1991. The proportion of study-related stays
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abroad has risen from 20% to 31% and the number of students who

have temporarily studied abroad has soared from 7% to 16%.

(26) Female students enjoy a considerably higher degree of inter-

national mobility than male students. Whereas 38% of the women

enrolled in advanced semesters during the 2006 summer semes-

ter had experienced a study-related stay abroad, the correspond-

ing proportion among men was 26%. Focusing specifically on

those students who had pursued studies abroad, 20% of the

women and 13% of the men had enrolled in a degree program at a

foreign institution of higher education (Figure 3.4).

(27) Students’ international mobility is significantly influenced by

their social origins. Compared to the group at the bottom of the

social ladder, the proportion of students with study-related expe-

rience abroad is twice as high among the upper group of social

origin (3.4).

(28) As in previous years, it is primarily students in linguistics and

cultural studies who embark on a study-related stay abroad. How-

ever, the proportion of students from other subject areas who

have spent study-related time abroad has increased substantially

since 1991 (Figure 3.6).

(29) More than half the study-related stays abroad are completed

under the auspices of the ERASMUS program (Figure 3.6).

(30) Generally, a number of different financial sources are used to

fund study-related stays abroad. The vast majority of students re-

ceive financial assistance from their parents (78%). The next most

important source is scholarships, which are awarded to 62% of the

students. Nearly half the students also finance their studies

abroad with personal earnings from Germany and 27% of the stu-

dents who studied abroad received financial aid in accordance

with BAföG (Figure 3.10).

(31) The anticipated extra financial burden was by far the most im-

portant factor influencing students' personal views on study-re-

lated stays abroad (Figure 3.12).



1.1 Global Mobility

For a number of years, the OECD has compiled a database that re-

veals how many students study outside their country of citizen-

ship. However, – in contrast to official government statistics in

Germany since 1997 –, the OECD statistics make no distinction be-

tween students who went abroad to study at an institution of

higher education and those foreign students who already be-

longed to the population of their host country before they com-

menced their studies. Nevertheless, this database makes it possi-

ble to compare the world’s leading countries of origin and host

countries for foreign students and ascertain the extent of interna-

tional mobility trends.

5

According to the latest OECD data, in 2005 approx. 2.73 mil-

lion people worldwide were studying outside their country of citi-

zenship (Figure 1.1). The corresponding figure for 2002 was 1.89

million students. Obviously, the international mobility of students

has increased significantly over the past few years.

The vast majority of students who study abroad come from

China. With over 400,000 students in 2005, the number of Chi-

nese students more than doubled from 2002 (approx. 182,000)

and their number in Germany rose rapidly during this period

(from approx. 17,000 to approx. 27,000). However, the proportion

of mobile Chinese students who have opted to study in Germany

declined from 7.7% (2002) to 6.7% (2005).

INTERNATIONALIZATION OF HIGHER EDUCATION - STATISTICAL OVERVIEW

1. Internationalization of Higher Education
– Statistical Overview
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1 The basis for collecting and organizing the OECD data is the “International Standard Classification of Education ISCED 1997”. This key system helps to establish
international comparisons. It diverges more or less from the key systems used for domestic statistics. Results from domestic statistics therefore do not match
OECD statistics, even though many identical terms are used, for example, “students”.

2 DRankings for countries of origin and host countries only include countries that have made the appropriate OECD data available. For instance, China provides
no data on foreign students studying at Chinese institutions of higher education, so there is no information on its position as a host country.

3 The Russian Federation only provides information on the former members of the Soviet Union that have gained independence. 
4 The OECD only has information from Canada on the total number of foreign students. Therefore, it is not possible to differentiate according to countries of

origin.

DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey

Source: OECD education online database



After China, the largest “outgoing countries” are India (ap-

prox. 139,000 students) and South Korea (approx. 96,000) and, in

fourth place, Germany (approx. 67,000).

The number of Indian students in Germany nearly doubled

from 2002 to 2005 (from 2,196 to 4,339). From 2002 to 2005, the

proportion of mobile Indian students who decided to study in Ger-

many rose from 2.5% to 3.1%. By contrast, the number of students

from South Korea who elected to study in Germany remained vir-

tually unchanged (2002: 5,153; 2005: 5,282). As a result, Germany

received a smaller proportion of the mobile South Korean foreign

students in 2005 than in 2002 (5.5% vs. 6.1%).

In 2005, as in 2002, Germany was the third leading host coun-

try in the world, in third place after the USA and the UK. However,

taking into account the total number of students worldwide who

are studying outside their country of citizenship, the proportion

who are studying in Germany declined from 11.6% in 2002 to 9.5%

in 2005.

Australia plays an outstanding role as a host country for inter-

nationally mobile students. In 2005, the proportion of foreigners

in the Australian student population was 17.3% (2002: 17.8%). Ac-

cording to the results for selected countries in 2005, shown in Fig-

ure 1.2, the proportion of foreign students in the UK was 13.9%, fol-
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lowed by Germany with 11.5%. In 2002, the corresponding propor-

tion for both countries was 10.1%. Although the USA has the largest

total number of incoming students (2005: approx. 590,000), it still

has proportionally significantly fewer foreign students (2005:

3.4%; 2002: 3.7%).

1.2 Foreign Students at German Institutions of 
Higher Education

From 1975 to 2006, the number of foreign students at German in-

stitutions of higher education more than quintupled – from

45,490 to 248,357. As a result of this development, the proportion

of foreign students in the total student body in Germany rose dur-

ing this period from 5.7% to 12.5%.

Since 1997, official government statistics have differentiated

between what are known as mobile and Enon-mobile foreign stu-

dents. The term non-mobile foreign students refers to students

who grew up in Germany as immigrants. However, the deciding

factor remains that they received their higher education entrance

qualification in Germany. By contrast, mobile foreign students

were educated abroad before they came to Germany and began to

pursue their studies. This is the only group that qualifies as inter-

nationally mobile students. For the sake of enhanced readability,

mobile foreign students will simply be referred to as “foreign stu-

dents” in this report.

The total number of foreign students in Germany has risen

every year since 1997, from 100,033 to 189,450 in 2006. However,

since 2004, this increase has slowed down substantially compared

to the previous years (Figure 1.3). The number of non-mobile for-

eign students also rose from 1997 to 2004, from 51,837 to 65,830.

Thereafter, it declined to 59,678 in 2005 and 58,907 in 2006.

From 1997 to 2003, the number of foreign students who annu-

ally commence their studies at a German institution of higher

education nearly doubled – from approx. 31,000 to approx.

60,000. In 2004, this number began to decline and in 2006 there

were approx. 53,500 new foreign students (Figure 1.4).

The number of first-year non-mobile foreign students rose

from over 9,000 in 1997 to approx. 10,800 in 2003. In 2004, this

number fell to just under 10,000, a level that was maintained in

2005 before it dropped to slightly below 9,900 in 2006.

INTERNATIONALIZATION OF HIGHER EDUCATION - STATISTICAL OVERVIEW
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Foreign Students
In 2006, more than half the foreign students in Germany came

from European countries (51.0%), followed by students from Asia,

who represent 31.9%. A comparatively small proportion of stu-

dents come to Germany from Africa or the American continent

(11.0% and 5.7%, respectively).

As shown in Figure 1.5, the total number of foreign students

from each continent rose from 2003 to 2006; however, the rate of

increase varies from region to region. For example, the number of

students from Asia saw the largest increase (up 27%) while growth

for Africa was significantly weaker (up 8%). Due to this develop-

ment, the proportion of Asian students among the general stu-

dent population in Germany rose by two percent from 2003 to

2006. By contrast, the proportion of foreign students from Euro-

pean countries declined by two percent.

Figure 1.6 illustrates the countries that provide at least one

percent of the foreign students in Germany. China sends the vast

majority of foreign students. Chinese students represented 13.8%

of all foreign students in 2006 (2003: 11.9%). The next two coun-

tries are Bulgaria and Poland, which swapped their ranking posi-

tions after 2003. These two countries furnish 6.6% and 6.5% of the

foreign students in Germany.
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26,061

12,423

12,301

9,826

7,190

7,077

6,928

5,389

5,293

4,225

3,976

3,875

3,781

3,583

3,517

3,210

2,757

2,547

2,481

2,376

2,241

2,200

2,148

2,122

1,996

1,949

1,887

Volksrep. China einschl. Tibet

Polen

Bulgarien

Russische Föderation 

Marokko

Türkei

Frankreich

Ukraine

Kamerun

Österreich

Spanien

Südkorea, Republik

Italien

Griechenland

Rumänien

Indien

Iran, Islamische Republik
Vereinigte Staaten von Ameri-

ka

Ungarn

Georgien

13.8

6.6

6.5

5.2

3.8

3.7

3.7

2.8

2.8

2.2

2.1

2.1

2.0

1.9

1.9

1.7

1.5

1.3

1.3

1.3

1.2

1.2

1.1

1.1

1.1

1.0

1.0

China

Bulgaria

Poland

Russia

Morocco

Turkey

Ukraine

Cameroon

France

Austria

Spain

South Korea

Romania

India

Italy

Georgia

USA

Greece

Iran

Indonesia

Hungary

Tunisia

Vietnam

Luxembourg

Czech Republic

Japan

Belarus
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1.3 German Students Abroad

Current figures provided by the German Federal Statistical Office

on the number of German students abroad in 2005 indicate that a

projected 75,800 German students are studying in foreign coun-

tries (Figure 1.7). According to this data, the most popular host

countries were the Netherlands, the UK and Austria. From 2004 to

2005, there was a significant increase in the number of German

students in the Netherlands and Austria.

9
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Countries* 1998 1999 2000

The Netherlands1

UK

1.399

9.565

1.650

10.120

3.176

10.115

2001

4.194

9.770

2002

5.239

10.495

2003

6.479

10.760

2004

8.604

11.040

Austria

USA

Switzerland

France

5.679

9.568

4.548

5.162

5.973

9.800

4.476

5.422

5.889

10.128

5.142

5.378

4.979

9.613

5.444

5.412

5.486

9.302

6.131

5.792

6.151

8.745

6.716

6.496

7.069

8.640

7.132

6.509

Sweden2

Spain3,4

Australia

Italy

695

3.326

278

706

Canada5

Hungary

Denmark

Norway

769

504

421

296

1.860

3.798

361

663

2.033

4.111

471

764

770

522

e

351

410

770

520

e

e

524

439

2.234

4.411

569

870

2.392

5.049

1.330

1.189

1.404

520

548

439

1.400

518

e

658

437

2.820

5.659

1.941

1.293

2.882

1.350

2.440

1.410

1.400

765

e

700

485

1.400

1.149

e

866

482

Belgium

New Zealand

Portugal

Japan

340

135

258

244

Ireland

Finland

Vatican

Chile

245

154

e

180

-

350

194

318

255

375

237

296

255

230

176

180

-

240

190

180

90

Poland

Romania

Turkey

Total

140

300

e

e

62

44.974

German students studying

abroad – calculation for all

countries 46.300

147

300 e

60

48.326

e

154

170

96

51.798

49.000 52.200

371

321

300

262

e

372

387

301

267

240

195

e

194

178

289

292

190

186

e

381

837

304

315

371

840 e

369

308

319

274

229

186 e

401

322

200

84

e

133

139

96

52.929

e

148

125

115

58.211

53.400 58.700

182

146

125

65.140

290

225

143

66.085

65.600 66.500

2005

11.896

11.600

10.174

8.829

7.839

6.867

2.880

1.350

e

e

2.764

1.410 e

1.400

1.403

e

860

520

e

e

370

970

e

370

352

e

e

443

323

161

84 e

344

230 e

140

75.364

e

75.800

DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
* Only those countries are listed that tend to have at least 125 students from Germany
1
 From 2000, this includes institutions that are comparable with German universities of applied sciences (Fachhochschulen)

2
 Revised definition for German students from reporting year 1999

3
 Revised definition for German students from reporting year 1996

4
Revised definition for German students from reporting year 2003: ERASMUS students excluded

5
 Revised definition for German students from reporting year 1995

e = estimate

Source: Federal Statistical Office 2007, German Students Abroad – Statistical Overview 1995 to 2005
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2.1 Source of Information – The Social Survey

The current Social Survey of the National Association of German

Student Services Organizations (Deutsches Studentenwerk, DSW)

is the latest in a series of studies that has examined the economic

and social situation of German students every three years since

1951. Since the 15th Social Survey (1997), these studies have also re-

gularly included foreign students.

Since 1982, Hochschul-Informations-System (HIS) has been re-

sponsible for conducting the surveys, analyzing the data, and pre-

senting the results.

As usual, the 18th Social Survey was financed with funds from

the Federal Ministry of Education and Research (BMBF).

This chapter focuses on the results of the survey of mobile

foreign students enrolled in the 2006 summer semester. Mobile

foreign students are defined as students who received their hig-

her education entrance qualification in their home countries be-

fore coming to Germany to study at an institution of higher

education.

The results of the survey of German students and foreign stu-

dents with German education (i.e., foreign students who were

educated in Germany and received a higher education entrance

qualification in the German school system) were published in

June, 2007 under the title "Economic and Social Conditions of Stu-

dent Life in the Federal Republic of Germany in 2006".

Note: Unless otherwise specified, the generic term “foreign

students” hereafter refers to mobile foreign students.

2.1.1 Questionnaire

The paper-pencil-survey of foreign students did not use the same

questionnaire that was used for German students. Separate ques-

tionnaires for German and foreign students were used for the first

time in 2003 during the 17th Social Survey. The questionnaire de-

veloped in 2003 for the foreign student target group was partially

revised and contains questions on the following topic areas in Ger-

man and English:

• Course of study

• Previous education

• Living situation

• Student cafeteria and nutrition

• Monthly income during 2006 summer semester

• Earning money during studies

• Personal details

• Information on the parents

• Germany as a place of study

For additional details, please see the enclosed questionnaire in

the appendix.
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2.1.2 Conducting the Survey

In the spring of 2006, institutions of higher education in Germany

(with the exception of colleges of public administration, universi-

ties of the German armed forces, the Bundeswehr, and schools for

distance learning) were asked – in addition to the mandatory

sample for the Social Survey – to make a second random sample

that included every 18th foreign student. A corresponding num-

ber of questionnaires were then delivered to the institutions of

higher education, which then sent them on to the students in the

week of 15 to 19 May, 2006. Two weeks later, a reminder was sent.

According to the information furnished by the institutions of

higher education, the questionnaire was sent to 8,706 foreign stu-

dents. By the end of September 2006, nearly 2,000 questionnaires

had been filled out and returned to HIS. A total of 1,870 of these

questionnaires could be utilized. This works out to a net return

rate of 21.5% (in 2003, the net return rate was 22.3%).

Representativeness of the Random Sample
Representativeness of the Random Sample

The random sample includes information from 1,870 foreign stu-

dents. Consequently, roughly one percent of the foreign students

enrolled in the 2006 summer semester at German institutions of

higher education took part in the survey. Comparing the gender

and areas of study indicated by these respondents with official go-

vernment statistics reveals that male students were significantly

underrepresented and female students accordingly overrepre-

sented in the random sample (Figure 2.1). An analysis according to

areas of study also shows differences which are, however, consi-

derably less distinct. Weighting certain characteristics compensa-

tes for these discrepancies.

The distribution of foreign students according to the states in

Germany in the random sample corresponds to a large degree

with the distribution according to official statistical data (Figure

2.1).

The weighted sample makes it possible to draw representative

conclusions about the situation of foreign students studying in

Germany.

2.1.3 Terms and Definitions

The economic stages of development of the countries of origin

were used as key differentiating criteria in this study. In previous

studies conducted within the scope of the Social Survey, the coun-

tries of origin were divided into three categories: developing

countries, countries in transition and industrial countries. These

categories were based on definitions established by the OECD. Sin-

ce these categories are no longer in use, it was decided to employ

the list compiled by the World Bank (see appendix: World Bank

list of economies), which makes it possible to differentiate the

countries of origin according to the strength of their economies.

2. Studying in Germany – Mobile Foreign Students



This list shows the annual per capita income (gross national inco-

me, [GNI], 2005 figures) in the various countries of origin. The

World Bank diffrentiates here among the following groups:

Per capita income Category

Up to 875 dollars low income

876-3,465 dollars lower middle income

3,466-10,775 dollars upper middle income

Over 10,775 dollars high income

Whereas low income and middle income earners are primarily

found in developing countries, industrialized countries are pre-

dominantly high income. It should be noted, however, that the

World Bank has indicated that the classification according to in-

come does not necessarily reflect the developmental stage of an

economy (Source: World Bank list of economies, see above).
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Furthermore, differentiations among the foreign students are

made throughout this report with regard to their academic objec-

tives in coming to Germany, i.e., whether they are pursuing a first

degree, a graduate degree or partial studies for a limited amount

of time with no intention of acquiring a degree. Classification ac-

cording to these subgroups was decided according to the stu-

dents’ previous education before arriving in Germany and whe-

ther the students explicitly stated their intention to pursue partial

studies (i.e., as “guest students” who are only temporarily in Ger-

many).

2.2 Structural Characteristics of Studies for
Foreigners

First, it is important to note that the vast majority of foreign stu-

dents come from countries with a low or lower middle per capita

income (Figure 2.2). Only one-fifth of foreign students come from

countries with an income level that is comparable with Germany.

A comparison of per capita income that also takes into ac-

count the continent of the country of origin results in the distribu-

tion of foreign students in Germany shown in Figure 2.3. Accor-

ding to this analysis, the largest group (26%) comes from European

countries with an upper middle income. This group primarily

consists of students from former East Bloc countries, with Poland

and the Russian Federation at the head of the list. The second lar-

gest group (19%) comes from Asian countries, – primarily China,

but also Indonesia –, which have a lower middle per capita inco-

me. A significant proportion of foreign students (14%) also come

from European countries with a lower middle income. Most of the

students in this group come from Bulgaria and Ukraine, but a fair-

ly large number also come from Belarus. In addition, 15% of the

foreign students come from European countries with a high per

capita income. These students come from older EU member states

and Switzerland.

Selected characteristics Official
statistics1

Random
sample

Difference

Gender
- Male 48.6 37.2 -11.4
- Female
Area of study
- Linguistics & cultural studies
- Sports

51.4 62.8

22.6
0.5

29.0
0.3

11.4

6.4
-0.2

- Law, econ. & soc. sciences
- Mathematics & natural science
- Medicine
- Veterinary medicine

25.6
17.9

29.0
15.5

4.5
0.2

5.2
0.5

- Agriculture, forestry and nutrition
- Engineering
- Art
German states

1.8
21.8

1.7
15.3

4.9 3.7

3.4
-2.5
0.7
0.3

-0.1
-6.5
-1.2

- Baden-Württemberg
- Bavaria
- Berlin
- Brandenburg

15.2
12.2

16.1
13.3

8.4
2.5

10.1
2.2

- Bremen
- Hamburg
- Hesse
- Mecklenburg-Vorpommern

2.6
3.3

1.9
4.1

8.6
1.0

7.4
1.0

0.9
1.1
1.7

-0.3
-0.7
0.8

-1.2
-0.0

- Lower Saxony
- North Rhine-Westphalia
- Rhineland-Palatinate
- Saarland

7.6
22.4

6.2
21.0

4.8
1.5

4.5
1.8

- Saxony
- Saxony-Anhalt
- Schleswig-Holstein
- Thüringen

4.7
2.2

5.1
2.2

1.6
1.4

1.8
1.4

-1.4
-1.4
-0.3
0.3
0.4

-0.0
0.2

-0.0

1 Source: Federal Statistical Office, winter semester 2005/2006 – mobile foreign students
from all institutions of higher education, with the exception of business schools, milita-
ry academies and correspondence schools
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Per capita income in the countries
of origin1

Low income

2006

Min.

7

Max.2

7

Lower middle income

Upper middle income

High income

No answer given

41

29

42

30

20

4

21

-

Total 100 100

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey

1 Gross national income (GNI) per capita, calculated using the World Bank Atlas method
Source: World Bank list of economies (July 2006

2 Under the assumption that the distribution among non-respondents is comparable to
the distribution among respondents



2.2.1 Type of Study - Study Program 
Study Status When Beginning Course of Study
More than two-thirds of the foreign students enrolled at a Ger-

man institution of higher education during the 2006 summer se-

mester were pursuing a first degree in accordance with their re-

cognized previous education (see Chapter 2.4.1). Roughly one-

fifth came to Germany as graduate students and nearly one-tenth

indicated that they would only temporarily stay in Germany as a

guest student. The proportion of foreign students pursuing a first

degree was thus somewhat larger in 2006 than in 2003. The pro-

portion of foreign students in graduate courses of study has re-

mained constant, whereas the proportion of students who are in

Germany to pursue partial studies has slightly declined since 2003

(Figure 2.4).
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A comparison according to the per capita income in the coun-

tries of origin reveals the following: Students from countries with

low and high incomes come comparatively less often to Germany

to pursue a first degree than students from countries with lower

middle and upper middle incomes (Figure 2.4). Whereas an abo-

ve-average proportion of students from low income countries

pursue a post-graduate degree (36%), nearly one in four students

from high income countries come to Germany for partial studies.

Type of Institution of Higher Education 
The distribution ratio of foreign students at universities and uni-

versities of applied sciences (i.e., German technical colleges, Fach-

hochschulen and universities of applied sciences) was 84 to 16 in

2006 (2003: 86 to 14). Thus the proportion of foreign students

studying at universities of applied sciences has increased slightly

since 2000 (13%).

Apparently, there is a correlation between the income situa-

tion in the country of origin and the type of institution of higher

education selected in Germany. The higher the income of the

country of origin, the larger the proportion of foreign students

who study at a university (Figure 2.5).

Areas of Study
The majority of foreign students are enrolled in a course of study

in the area of linguistics and cultural studies.

However, this proportion (24%) is four percentage points lo-

wer than in 2003. As shown in Figure 2.6, depending on the inco-

me situation of the country of origin, the number of foreign stu-

dents who are enrolled in this area of study increased from 11%

(low income) to 37% (high income).

The area of linguistics and cultural studies is primarily prefer-

red by students who come to Germany as guest students (Figure

2.6, “study status”). A comparison according to gender clearly re-
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Per capita inco-
me in the coun-
try of origin1

Low income

Continent of origin

Africa

3

Ameri-
ca

-

Asia

4

Europe

-

Total
Austra-

lia/
Ocea-

nia

- 7

Lower middle inc.

Upper middle inc.

High income

Total2

7

0

3

2

-

10

2

7

19

2

14

26

3

28

15

55

-

-

42

30

0.1

0.1

21

100

1 Gross national income (GNI) per capita, calculated using the World Bank Atlas method
Source: World Bank list of economies (July 2006)

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey

2 Reflects the 96% of foreign students who provided their country of origin
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Per capita inco-
me in the coun-
try of origin1

Low income

Study status

First-
degree
studies

54

Gradu-
ate

studies

36

Partial
studies

1

No ans-
wer

given

8

Lower middle income

Upper middle income

High income
No answer given

75

68

55

75

16

18

3

9

18

21

24

2

6

5

2

3

Total 

2003:

Min.

Max.2

68

71

Min.

Max.2

63

67

19

20

8

9

19

21

11

12

5

-

7

-

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
1 Gross national income (GNI) per capita, calculated using the World Bank Atlas method

Source: World Bank list of economies (July 2006)
2 Under the assumption that the distribution among non-respondents is comparable to

the distribution among respondents
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Per capita income in the
country of origin1

Low income

Type of institution

University

79

Univ. of applied
sciences

21

Lower middle income

Upper middle income

High income

Including:

83

84

17

16

86 14

- EU countries (before 2004)

- EU accession states

Total2

2003

87

86

13

14

84

86

16

14

2000 87 13

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey

1 Gross national income (GNI) per capita, calculated using the World Bank Atlas method
Source: World Bank list of economies (July 2006)

2 Including students who provided no information on their country of origin



veals that proportionally more than twice as many women as men

are enrolled in languages and cultural studies (33% vs. 14%).

After linguistics and cultural studies, engineering is the se-

cond most popular course of study. In 2006, 22% of foreign stu-

dents were enrolled in engineering. This proportion has risen by

three percent since 2003.

Engineering is predominantly studied by students from coun-

tries of origin with lower incomes (Figure 2.6, “per capita income

in country of origin”). A larger proportion of foreign students

(27%) pursue graduate courses of study in engineering than first

degrees (21%) or partial studies (20%). A gender-based comparison

reveals that 34% of the men and 10% of the women are enrolled in

engineering.

Natural sciences are studied by one-fifth of foreign students

(2003: 19%). There are a higher proportion of students from lower

income countries of origin than higher income countries in this

area of study (Figure 2.6, “per capita income in country of origin”).

The largest proportion of foreign students in graduate courses of

study (32%) can be found in natural sciences. A substantially larger

number of men than women (25% vs. 15%) decide to study mathe-

matics and natural sciences when they come to Germany.

The area of economics, business administration and law was

selected by 19% of the foreign students (2003: 20%). Only one-tenth

of the students from high income countries of origin pursue stu-

dies in the area of economics, business administration and law,

whereas the proportion of students from low income countries

enrolled in this area is more than twice as high (Figure 2.6, “per
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capita income in country of origin”). It should be noted here that

the vast majority of the students in this area of study are enrolled

in economics and only a minority of roughly one-fifth are pursu-

ing a law degree.

A comparatively small proportion of foreign students are en-

rolled in social sciences, psychology and education (10%, 2003: 9%),

or study medicine (5%, 2003: 5%). There are, however, considerable

gender differences, with 16% of female foreign students pursuing

a course of study in the area of social sciences, psychology and

education compared to only 4% of the men.

Degree Pursued
Over 90% of the foreign students enrolled in the 2006 summer se-

mester were pursuing a degree in Germany. In 2003, 86% of the

foreign students had this objective. The individual degrees pur-

sued are shown in Figure 2.7. 

Thus, the proportion of foreign students in 2006 pursuing a

bachelor’s or a master’s degree is significantly higher than it was

in 2003 – a direct consequence of the ongoing transition of higher

education in accordance with the Bologna Process. There has also

been a rise in the proportion of those pursuing a university of

applied sciences degree. However, the percentage of students

studying for a traditional university Diplom or Magister has decli-

ned.

More than two-thirds of the foreign students enrolled in a ba-

chelor’s program in Germany are studying at a university, as are

more than four-fifths of those studying for a master’s degree.

Whereas 84% of foreign students are studying at a university and
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16% are enrolled at a university of applied sciences, the proporti-

ons of bachelor’s students among the foreign student population

at the two institutions are 68% and 32% respectively, while the cor-

responding figures for master’s students are 84% and 16%. Conse-

quently, an above-average percentage of foreign students pursu-

ing a bachelor’s degree are enrolled at universities of applied sci-

ences .

Previous Semesters
Foreign students in the 2006 summer semester had been enrolled

in Germany for an average of 5.3 semesters in their main subject

area (incl. the 2006 summer semester). In 2003, the average num-

ber of semesters completed in Germany in their area of study was

4.7 semesters.

Before commencing their studies in Germany, two-fifths of

the foreign students had studied in their main academic area in

their home country – on average 7.1 semesters (2003: 36%, average

6.9 semesters), while 3% (average 3.8 semesters) had studied in a

third country (2003: 3%, average 3.4 semesters) before coming to

Germany. Since some foreign students had studied both in their

home country and in a third country (2%), the total proportion of

students with previous study experience before arriving in Ger-

many is 43%.

Whereas 30% of foreign students had been studying in Ger-

many for only one or two semesters, 8% have been studying for

eleven or more semesters (Figure 2.8). Taking into account the to-

tal number of previous semesters in the current area of study, (in-

cluding time spent studying in the country of origin and/or in a

third country), only 15% of foreign students are in their first semes-

ter, whereas 30% have already attended eleven or more semesters.

Compared with the results from 2003, the number of foreign

students who have only studied one or two semesters has declined

(from 38% to 30%), while the percentage who have been enrolled
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for five or more semesters at a German institution of higher

education has increased. Significant rises can be observed in the

number of foreign students with five to six semesters (from 15% to

19%) and with seven to eight semesters (from 10% to 13%).

Presumably, the number of previous semesters differs accor-

ding to students’ study status. Foreign students enrolled in the

2006 summer semester and pursuing their first degree had stu-

died on average 6.0 semesters in Germany (total study time: 8.0

semesters), while foreign students pursuing a graduate degree

had studied on average 4.1 semesters and students in Germany for

partial studies had completed 2.2 semesters (total study time: gra-

duate studies 9.4 semesters, partial studies 8.0 semesters). In 2003,

the average amount of study time completed by first-degree

foreign students in Germany was 5.5 semesters, followed by gra-

duate students with 3.8 semesters and guest students with 2.5 se-

mesters.

Notice of Admission
In response to the question of how many weeks before commen-

cing their studies in Germany they had received a notice of admis-

sion, 42% of all foreign students said that they could not remem-

ber. An additional 3% gave no response and 55% answered by indi-

cating a length of time.

Among those respondents who could still recall when they re-

ceived their notice of admission, 30% indicated that they had only

been informed of their acceptance in the last four weeks prior to

commencing their studies (one week before commencing studies:

4%, two weeks: 7%, three weeks, 5%, four weeks, 14%). One-third re-

ceived their notice of admission five to eight weeks beforehand

and more than a fifth were notified nine to twelve weeks before

they began their studies. An additional 16% were informed so early

that they had a quarter of a year or longer to organize everything

that is required when moving to another country.
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studies

5
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Master’s

17

12
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11
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9
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13

16

4

6
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18

5

2
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Bachelor’s

State examination 
(incl. teaching)

Other degree
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6

8

9

9

1
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1
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9
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3

2

1

100

1

100
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On average, notices of admission arrived nine weeks before

the foreign addressees commenced their studies. However, the

following differences were observed: Guest students in Germany

were informed on average 16 weeks before commencing studies,

those who enrolled in graduate programs were notified of accep-

tance eleven weeks beforehand and students pursuing their first

degree were advised eight weeks prior to beginning their studies.

Student Transfers from Higher Education 
Institution to another
A total of 16% of foreign students enrolled in the 2006 summer se-

mester had transferred to other institutions of higher education

within Germany (2003: 14%). Slightly more students from low and

lower middle income countries transferred than students from

upper middle and high income countries (16% vs. 13%).

Students who are currently enrolled at universities of applied

sciences transferred significantly more often than students at uni-

versities (24% vs. 14%) – a difference that was also observed in 2003

(23% vs. 13%).

The study areas where foreign students have transferred the

least are engineering and mathematics and natural sciences, each

with 13%, while the highest rate of transfers was found in the area

of linguistics and cultural studies (19%).

In 2006, students were asked for the first time what factors

played a role in their decision to transfer to their current instituti-

on of higher education. Respondents were then asked to rate

eight possible reasons on a scale of one to five, from “no role

whatsoever” to “a very big role”.

The following reasons are listed in their order of importance

based on the proportions of students who rated them either as

playing a big role or a very big role in their decision to transfer to

their current institution of higher education (multiple answers

were possible):

• Courses better suited expectations 56 %

• Changing of degree program 39 %

• Personal reasons 38 %

• Better studying conditions 36 %

• The school’s reputation 30 %

• More appealing city 27 %

• Lower cost of living 18 %

• No/lower tuition fees 13 %

Study-related reasons are clearly the main factors for transferring

to another institution of higher education. By contrast, financial

reasons apparently play a relatively minor role.

Regional Distribution
Earlier in Chapter 2, Figure 2.1 showed the distribution of foreign

students among the individual German states, as indicated by offi-

cial government statistics. This distribution is presumably deter-

mined by the specific academic needs of foreign students and the

study offers in the individual German states.

Figure 2.9 illustrates the distribution of foreign students

among the individual German states according to the per capita

income in the countries of origin, based on the data collected in
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the Social Survey. The order of the states here reflects the proporti-

ons of all foreign students studying in these individual regions.

This reveals that students from relatively low income countries of

origin are significantly overrepresented in North-Rhine Westpha-

lia while there are an above-average number of students from

countries of origin with a higher income in Baden-Württemberg,

Bavaria and Berlin.

The proportion of foreign students in eastern Germany2 has

risen from 10% in 2003 to 12% in 2006. A comparison of the conti-

nent of origin of the foreign students in eastern and western Ger-

many reveals (see below) that proportionally more students from

Asia are enrolled in eastern Germany (primarily Vietnam and Chi-

na) than in western Germany. In eastern Germany there are also a

substantially higher percentage of foreign students from coun-

tries that joined the EU in 2004.

2
  In this report, western Germany refers to the ten states of the Federal Re-
public of Germany (plus associated West Berlin) which existed prior to
German unification on 3 October 1990. By the same token, eastern Ger-
many refers to the five reestablished states of the former German De-
mocratic Republic.
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Per capita income in the
country of origin

Total1

North Rhine-Westphalia

Low+lo-
wer m.

27

Upper
middle

19

High

14 22

Baden-Württemberg

Bavaria

Berlin

Hesse

14

11

16

12

8

8

8

9

20

20

16

13

16

4

10

8

Lower Saxony

Saxony

Rhineland-Palatinate

Hamburg

6

6

7

6

4

3

4

5

Saxony-Anhalt

Brandenburg

Bremen

Saarland

3

2

1

3

2

2

3

1

4

3

6

5

6

3

5

4

1

2

2

2

1

3

2

2

Schleswig-Holstein

Thüringen

Mecklenburg-Vorpommern

Western Germany2

2

1

2

2

1

87

1

87

Eastern Germany

Total

13

100

13

100

1

0.4

2

1

1

93

1

88

7

100

12

100

1 including students who gave no answer regarding their country of origin
2 including Berlin
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Foreign students in eastern and western Germany according to the

continent of the country of origin (students in %):

Continent Western Eastern

Germany Germany

Africa 10 7
America 7 7
Asia 26 35
Australia/Oceania 0.1 -
Europe 54 48

- EU before 2004 13 9

- New EU states 2004 12 22
- Bulgaria, Romania 10 4

Unknown 4 4

2.2.2 Time Commitments

The question about the amount of time spent each week atten-

ding classes and lectures, studying and working prompted re-

sponses from 91% of the students. Based on this information,

foreign students spend on average 16.5 hours a week (2003: 15.2

hours) “attending classes” (i.e., lectures, seminars, internships and

other forms of instruction supervised by university staff) and de-

vote 17.7 hours (2003: 14.7 hours) a week to “self-study”, (i.e., pursu-

ing all forms of self-directed, self-administrated study-related acti-

vities). This means that foreign students in the 2006 summer se-

mester spent on average 34 hours a week on their studies, over

four hours more than in 2003, when the average weekly time

commitment for studies was 30 hours3.

The time spent on studies is significantly influenced by stu-

dents’ study status and, if they are employed, by the time spent

working to finance their studies (Figure 2.10).

Time Commitments According to Study Status
Graduate students have the largest total time commitments with

regard to their studies (36 hours a week). They spend considerably

more time (22 hours) a week on self-study than first-degree stu-

dents (17 hours) and guest students (14 hours). However, first-de-

gree students spend on average 17 hours a week attending classes,

one hour more than guest students and three hours more than

graduate students.

Compared with the results for 2003, first-degree and graduate

foreign students in 2006 have greater time commitments (ap-

prox. one hour and half an hour, respectively) with regard to at-

tending classes. There has also been a sharp increase in the

amount of time spent on self-study, with both subgroups of stu-

dents devoting three hours more to this activity than in 2003. By

contrast, foreign students pursuing partial studies spend three

hours more a week attending classes than in 2003 but only one

hour more on self-study. Study-related time commitments are

thus substantially higher for all three subgroups than in 2003.

3
 Due to different subject structures and differences in the make-up of the
student populations with regard to study status, it is not appropriate
here to make a comparison of the amount of time that German students
devote to their studies. A comparative analysis will be given in the secti-
ons “Time Commitments According to Area of Study” and “Time Com-
mitments of First-Degree Students According to Type of Institution of
Higher Education”. 
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Time Commitments for Studies and Employment
A comparison of working and non-working foreign students cle-

arly reveals the influence that employment has on the amount of

time devoted to studies. Students without a job spend 36 hours a

week on their studies, whereas students who have to work to fi-

nance their studies devote on average 32 hours a week to their

education (Figure 2.10). Employed foreign students devote less

time primarily to self-study, on average three hours a week (for

more on the extent of their employment, see Section 2.5.2).

An examination of both the study status and the time spent

earning money shows that work has a considerable influence on

the amount of time devoted to studies (Figure 2.11).

Gainfully employed foreign students pursuing a first degree

and guest students spend on average four hours less a week on

their studies than those who do not work. This gap is even more

pronounced among foreign students in graduate programs:

Working students devote on average 13 hours less a week to their

studies than non-working students.

Whereas non-working foreign students in first-degree and

graduate programs in 2006 spent four to six hours more a week

on their studies than in 2003, there has been very little change in

the amount of time that working foreign students devote to their

studies. First-degree students spend one hour more a week, whe-

reas graduate students have reduced their study-related time

commitments by one hour.

The amount of time devoted to earning money is highest

among gainfully employed graduate students, with on average 19

hours a week, followed by working first-degree students, who

spend 16 hours a week at work, and guest students, with on avera-

ge 12 hours a week at work. Weekly working time commitments

for gainfully employed graduate students and first-degree foreign

students in 2006 are thus on average five hours greater than in

2003. Employed guest students worked in 2006 on average two

DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
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hours more than in 2003. These increasing time commitments for

studies and employment – with the exception of students pursu-

ing partial studies in Germany – have significantly exacerbated

the situation for working foreign students since 2003.

Time Commitments According to Area of Study
As previously mentioned, first-degree foreign students spend on

average 34 hours a week on study-related activities, which can be

broken down to 17 hours attending classes and 17 hours on self-

study. A comparison according to subject area reveals a number of

considerable deviations from this overall average. According to

the results shown in Figure 2.12, students of medicine devote the

most amount of time to their studies, with 43 hours a week. The

time commitments of students of mathematics and natural scien-

ces are also clearly above-average with 40 hours a week. By con-

trast, students of linguistics and cultural studies have the lowest

time commitments with on average 31 hours a week devoted to

study-related activities. 

Compared with 2003, students in most areas of study have in-

creased their weekly time commitments for study-related activi-

ties by three to five hours. The largest increase in the time com-

mitments of foreign students can be observed among students

enrolled in mathematics and natural sciences. These students de-

vote on average nine hours more to their studies than in 2003, i.e.,

three hours more to attending classes and six hours more to self-

study. Students of engineering are the only ones whose time com-

mitments in 2006 remained unchanged from 2003 (see following

overview):
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Area of study Study-related time commitment in hr/week

2003 2006

Medicine 39 43

Math & natural sciences 31 40

Economics, bus. admin. & law 30 34

Engineering 33 33

Soc. sciences, psych. & ed. 27 32

Linguistics & cultural studies 28 31

Time Commitments of First-Degree Students 
According to Type of Institution of Higher 
Education
Foreign students pursuing their first degree at a university of

applied sciences have an average study week of 35 hours (2003: 32

hours), while those enrolled at a university have a 34-hour week

(2003: 30 hours). Students at universities of applied sciences spend

considerably more time attending classes (universities of applied

sciences: 20 hours, universities16 hours) but university students

spend more time on self-study (universities: 18 hours, universities

of applied sciences: 15 hours).

The time commitments of foreign students in 2006 were com-

parable to those of German students pursuing a first degree. This

contrasts with the situation in 2003, when foreign students at uni-

versities devoted 4 hours less time to their studies (universities of

applied sciences 2 hours less) than German students.

A time commitment comparison that also takes into account

different subject areas produces the results for first-degree univer-

sity students seen in Figure 2.13. This shows a remarkable diffe-

rence between foreign and German students in the areas of ma-

DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey

FFFFiiiigggguuuurrrreeee 2222....11111111 TTTTiiiimmmmeeee ssssppppeeeennnntttt oooonnnn ssssttttuuuuddddiiiieeeessss aaaannnndddd eeeemmmmppppllllooooyyyymmmmeeeennnntttt aaaaccccccccoooorrrrddddiiiinnnngggg ttttoooo
ssssttttuuuuddddyyyy ssssttttaaaattttuuuussss
mmmmoooobbbbiiiilllleeee ffffoooorrrreeeeiiiiggggnnnn ssssttttuuuuddddeeeennnnttttssss,,,, mmmmeeeeaaaannnn iiiinnnn hhhhoooouuuurrrrssss////wwwweeeeeeeekkkk

No Yes No Yes No Yes

Employment

18 16 16 12
17 14

18
16

26

16
14

13

16
19

12

Partial studiesGraduate studiesFirst-degree

studies

Classes/lectures Independentstudy Employment

36

48

41

47

31

38

FFFFiiiigggguuuurrrreeee 2222....11112222 TTTTiiiimmmmeeee ssssppppeeeennnntttt oooonnnn ssssttttuuuuddddiiiieeeessss aaaaccccccccoooorrrrddddiiiinnnngggg ttttoooo aaaarrrreeeeaaaa ooooffff ssssttttuuuuddddyyyy
mmmmoooobbbbiiiilllleeee ffffoooorrrreeeeiiiiggggnnnn ssssttttuuuuddddeeeennnnttttssss,,,, ““““ffffiiiirrrrsssstttt ddddeeeeggggrrrreeeeeeee”””” ssssttttuuuuddddyyyy ssssttttaaaattttuuuussss,,,, aaaavvvveeeerrrraaaaggggeeee hhhhoooouuuurrrrssss////wwwweeeeeeeekkkk

Medicine

Mathematics &
natural sciences

Economics, business 
administration & law

Engineering

Social science, 
psychology & education

Linguistics &
cultural studies

23.0

19.6

18.0

17.0

15.2

13.7

20.5

19.9

15.9

15.8

16.6

17.7

33

43

40

34

31

32

Classes/lectures Independentstudy

DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey



thematics and natural sciences and engineering. Foreign students

who study mathematics and natural sciences devote on average

40 hours a week to their studies – three hours more than their fel-

low German students. When it comes to engineering, however,

the foreign students spend only 32 hours a week on their studies,

which is four hours less than German students. Courses of study in

the remaining subject groups are pursued with a similar time

commitment by both foreign and German students. It should also

be noted that in 2003 foreign students in all areas of study had lo-

wer time commitments than German students.

In addition to devoting more time to their studies, foreign stu-

dents in 2006 spent substantially more time working than they

did in 2003. The average weekly working time commitment of all

foreign students pursuing their first degree in 2006 was over nine

hours compared to nearly seven hours in 2003. The amount of

time that comparable German students in 2006 spent working

was approximately 6 hours a week, which is significantly lower.

A breakdown of the figures according to area of study (see the

table below) reveals that the average weekly working time com-

mitments of foreign students ranges from nearly seven hours for

engineering students to just under eleven hours for those study-

ing in the area of social sciences, psychology and education.

Germans

Germans

Germans

Germans

Germans

Germans

24

18

15

16

15

14

19

19

19

19

17

17

Medicine

Mathematics
& natural sciences

Economics,busi-
ness administra-

tion& law

Engineering

Linguistics & 
cultural studies

Social science, 
psychology &

education
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Time commitments for studies and employment (average figure

for all foreign students in each subject group, hr/week)

Area of study Job only Studies and job

Medicine 8 52

Math & natural sciences 8 48

Economics, bus. admin. & law 10 44

Linguistics & cultural studies 10 41

Soc. sciences, psych. & ed. 11 41

Engineering 7 38

Total 9 43

However, it should be noted here that the time commitment

of those students who were actually employed (for employment

rates see Section 2.5.2) was 16 hours a week, which represents a

considerable higher budget (2003: 11 hours). Working foreign stu-

dents (status: first-degree university students) have a combined

study and work time commitment of 48 hours a week. These stu-

dents spend on average three hours less a week on study-related

activities than their non-working peers (33 hours vs. 36 hours).

A comparison of the different areas of study shows that

working students devote one to six hours less a week to study-rela-

ted activities than non-working students. The individual results

for each subject group are shown in the following overview.

Time devoted to study-related activities for students with and wi-

thout a job (hr/week)

Area of study Without With Time commit
job job ment of those 

with job*

Medicine 46 40 57
Math & natural sciences 42 38 54
Economics, bus. admin. & law 35 33 49
Linguistics & cultural studies 32 31 46
Soc. sciences, psych. & ed. 33 29 45
Engineering 32 31 45

Total 36 33 48
* Total time commitments for work and studies

The amount of time that working German students (status:

first degree at universities) devote to their studies is on average 34

hours a week, which is somewhat higher than the time commit-

ments of working foreign students. However, employed Germans

have on average work time commitments that are less than their

foreign peers (13 hr/week vs. 16 hr/week).

2.2.3 Scholarship Students – Exchange Students –
Free Movers

Scholarship students
In 2006, 20% of foreign students either fully or partially financed

their studies with a scholarship or a grant (for more on financing,

see Section 2.5.1). The proportion of scholarship students was thus

lower than in 2003 (23%), but slightly higher than in 2000 (19%).

Breaking down the results according to areas of study reveals

that students in mathematics and natural sciences have the hig-

hest proportion of scholarship recipients (27%), followed by engi-

Independent study

DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
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Foreigners

Foreigners

Foreigners

Foreigners

Foreigners

Foreigners

23
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16
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neering (24%). The lowest proportion of scholarship students is

found in the area of economics, business administration and law

(13%)

Scholarship students according to area of study (in %)

Area of study Scholarships

Math & natural sciences 27
Engineering 24
Medicine 20
Linguistics & cultural studies 18
Soc. sciences, psych. & ed. 18
Economics, bus. admin. & law 13

Total 20

Foreign students who study at a university receive scholar-

ships far more often than those who attend a university of applied

sciences (21% vs. 14%). Fewer female foreign students receive scho-

larships than their male peers (18% vs. 23%).

The results show that 26% of the foreign students from coun-

tries with the lowest per capita income receive a scholarship. Ne-

vertheless, students from countries with the highest per capita in-

come are far more likely to enjoy financial support from a scholar-

ship. The proportion of scholarship students here is 37% (Figure

2.14).

A close examination of those students who receive scholar-

ships reveals the following distribution: Nearly 10% come from low

income countries, nearly 22% from lower middle income coun-

tries, 32% from upper middle income countries and the majority,

namely just under 37%, come from high income countries.

The proportion of scholarship students from America is 28%

and among students from European countries outside Germany

the figure is 23%, which is higher than the overall average for

foreign students. The main scholarship recipients here (43%) are
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students from the older EU states (prior to 2004), but a large num-

ber (27%) also come from the accession countries that joined the

EU in 2004. However, only a small proportion of the students from

the remaining European countries receive a scholarship. The

number of scholarship students from Africa and Asia (16%) is also

below average.

Of all the foreign students who partially or completely finan-

ced their studies in Germany in 2006 with a scholarship, 59% came

from Europe (45% from EU countries), 22% from Asia, 9% from Ame-

rica and 8% from Africa (the country of origin of the remaining 2%

is unknown).

A comparison based on study status shows that guest students

(partial studies) are the main group to receive scholarships. In

2006, a larger proportion of these students had a scholarship than

in 2003 (71% vs. 66%), a slightly smaller proportion of graduate stu-

dents received a scholarship (38% vs. 40%) and a smaller percenta-

ge of students pursuing a first degree enjoyed a scholarship (9% vs.

12%).

Graduate students were the main receivers of scholarships

with 36%, followed by first-degree and partial-studies scholarship

students, each with 32%.

A breakdown of the study status according to the income situ-

ation in the country of origin produces the following results (scho-

larship students in %):

Per capita income First Post-graduate Partial
in home country degree degree studies

Low income 7 20 1
Lower middle income 23 28 11
Upper middle income 37 29 30
High income 33 23 58

Whereas graduate scholarship students come relatively often

from low and lower middle income countries, significantly smal-

ler proportions of first-degree and partial studies scholarship reci-

pients come from these countries.

Most students (42%) have a German scholarship (2003: 40%).

There are also a relatively large number of students who come to

Germany with a scholarship from their home country (2003: 35%).

The remaining students receive a European scholarship (15%,

2003: 13%), are sponsored by an international organization (3%,

2003: 3%) or have another type of scholarship (7%, 2003: 9%).

German scholarships primarily support students from coun-

tries with a lower level of income, with 46% awarded to students

from low and lower middle income countries, 36% to recipients

from upper middle income countries and 14% to students from

high income countries (the country of origin of the remaining 4%

is unknown).

Scholarship students from high income countries usually

come with a scholarship from their home country (50%) or receive

funding from a European program (24%). Funding from European

scholarships primarily benefits students from countries with a

higher level of income. Focusing on students who come to Ger-

many with a European scholarship reveals that 59% come from

high income countries, 29% come from upper middle countries

FFFFiiiigggguuuurrrreeee 2222....11114444 SSSScccchhhhoooollllaaaarrrrsssshhhhiiiipppp ssssttttuuuuddddeeeennnnttttssss aaaaccccccccoooorrrrddddiiiinnnngggg ttttoooo ppppeeeerrrr ccccaaaappppiiiittttaaaa iiiinnnnccccoooommmmeeee iiiinnnn
tttthhhheeee ccccoooouuuunnnnttttrrrriiiieeeessss ooooffff oooorrrriiiiggggiiiinnnn aaaannnndddd ssssttttuuuuddddyyyy ssssttttaaaattttuuuussss
mmmmoooobbbbiiiilllleeee ffffoooorrrreeeeiiiiggggnnnn ssssttttuuuuddddeeeennnnttttssss,,,, iiiinnnn %%%%

Low
Lower m

iddle

Upper m
iddle

High
First-degree studies

Graduate studies

Partial studies

20
26

10

23

37

9

38

71

DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey

Per capita income in
the country of origin

Study statusTotal.



and 11% come from lower middle and low income countries (the

country of origin of 1% of the students is unknown).

Amount of Funding Provided
Scholarship students receive on average €661 per month. Hence,

the average scholarship amount is €100 higher than it was in

2003. It is predominantly graduate students who received larger

monthly scholarship payments in 2006 than in 2003 (€1,007 vs.

€771). Scholarship students pursuing their first degree also recei-

ved more funding (€546 vs. €489), whereas guest students were

given slightly less scholarship money in 2006 than in 2003 (€365

vs. €414).

A comparison according to the income situation in the coun-

try of origin shows that the lower the per capita income the hig-

her the average amount of scholarship funding received by scho-

larship students (Figure 2.15).

Foreign students with a German scholarship are provided

with an average of €816 per month in funding (2003: €705). Stu-

dents who have a scholarship from their home country receive

€593 per month (2003: €480). Foreign students with a European

scholarship receive €446 per month (2003: €354), making this the

type of scholarship with the lowest amount of funding (Figure

2.15).

Exchange Students
The term “exchange students” is used here to describe students

who came to Germany as part of a mobility, partnership, coopera-

tion or exchange program. This applies to 15% of the foreign stu-
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dents enrolled in the 2006 summer semester in Germany. In 2003,

this proportion was 17% and in 2000 it was 16%.

Figure 2.16 provides an overview of the proportions of foreign

students in Germany who are participating in the various types of

programs. 4

Most exchange students in 2006 took part in the ERASMUS

program (34%). Nearly four-fifths of the participants in the ERAS-

MUS program come from EU member states (Eurozone as of 2006).

The vast majority of participants in the ERASMUS program in Ger-

many are guest students (92%).

Participants in a German program (23% of exchange students)

come primarily from countries with lower and upper middle inco-

mes (two-thirds). The proportion from EU countries (one-fifth) is

relatively small. The majority of these students are enrolled in

post-graduate courses of study (60%).

One-third of the foreign students who are studying as part of a

cooperation program between their home college or university

and their institution of higher education in Germany (22% of the

exchange students) come from Asian countries and one-third

come from older EU countries (Eurozone prior to 2006). Almost

half of all students in cooperation programs come from countries

with a high per capita income and nearly one-third come from

countries with low middle income. A comparison according to

study status reveals a fairly even three-way split, with a third pur-

suing a first degree, a third in partial studies and a third in post-

graduate studies.

4
  Participating in a program does not always entail financial support. Alt-
hough the majority of exchange students have a scholarship, 30% of the-
se students study in Germany without the support of a scholarship provi-
der (2003: 20%).
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Selected characteristics

Per capita income in the country of origin

Up to $875 (low income)

Amount

922

$876 - $3,465 (lower middle income)

$3,466 - $10,775 (upper middle income)

More than $10,775 (high income)

Study status

797

675

499

First-degree studies

Graduate studies

Partial studies

Type of scholarship

546

1,007

365

Scholarship from country of origin

German scholarship

European scholarship

Scholarship from an international organization1

593

816

446

510

Other scholarship

Total

559

661

1 Due to a limited pool of respondents, this can only be interpreted as a tendency
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Type of program

Cooperation program 

between universities

2003
Ex-

change
stu-

dents

20

%1

3

2006
Ex-

change
stu-

dents

22

%1

3

Program of the country of

origin

German program

ERASMUS program

Other European program

5

22

1

4

39
3

7
0

6

23

34
3

1

3

5
0

Program of an international

organization

Other program (incl. no re-

sponse re. type of program)

Total

2

9

0

2

100 17

4

9

100

1

1

15

1 Of all mobile foreign students
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Free Movers
Foreign students who have organized their studies in Germany on

their own are often referred to as “free movers”. This applies to

85% of the foreign students enrolled in the 2006 summer semester

(2003: 83%).

Free movers come significantly more often from countries of

origin with lower and upper middle incomes than exchange stu-

dents (Figure 2.17). A breakdown according to study status reveals

that the vast majority of free movers are pursuing their first de-

gree (80%) and relatively rarely come to Germany to pursue partial

studies (2%). The proportion of graduate students is also smaller

among free movers than among exchange students (Figure 2.17).

The majority of foreign students who came to Germany to

pursue a first degree or a post-graduate degree came as free mo-
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vers (94% and 79%, respectively). By contrast, the majority of guest

students came to Germany as part of a mobility program (78%).

Compared to exchange students, a somewhat higher propor-

tion of foreign students who have organized their own studies in

Germany are enrolled at a university of applied sciences and a

slightly smaller proportion are at a university (Figure 2.17).

A comparison according to subject groups reveals that a

substantially smaller proportion of free movers than exchange

students are enrolled in engineering (20% vs. 29%). By contrast, a

larger proportion of free movers study economics, business admi-

nistration and law (20% vs. 15%) and medicine (5% vs. 2%). No diffe-

rences could be detected in the remaining subject areas.

The proportion of women among free movers is 52%, but the

percentage of women is lower (46%) among foreign students who

have come to Germany as part of a mobility program.

2.3 Personal Characteristics

Gender
Although there was an equal ratio of men and women in 2003, the

proportion of women among the foreign student population was

slightly higher (51%) in 2006 (Figure 2.18).
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Selected characteristics

Per capita income in the country
of origin

Low income

Free movers
Exchange

students

7 10

Lower middle income

Upper middle income

High income

Country of origin unknown

44

29

20

27

16

4

40

3

Continent

Africa

America

Asia

10 6

6

28

9

24

Europe

- EU countries (before 2004)

- EU accession states

Australia/ Oceania

52

10

58

30

13

0

13

0.3

country of origin unknown

Study status

First-degree studies

Graduate studies

4 3

80

18

28

27

Partial studies

Type of institution

University

Univ. of applied sciences 

2 45

83

17

86

14

Gender

Male

Female

Total

48 54

52

100

46

100
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Selected characteristics

Per capita income in the country
of origin

Gender

Female Male

Low income

Lower middle income

Upper middle income

High income

28

47

72

53

64

51

36

49

Continent

Africa

America

Asia

21 79

56

39

44

61

Europe

- EU countries (before 2004)

- EU accession states

Study status

62

48

38

52

76 24

First-degree studies

Graduate studies

Partial studies

Type of institution

54

41

46

59

56 44

University

Univ. of applied sciences 

Total

53

41

47

59

51 49
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When it comes to foreign students from upper middle income

countries, there is a significantly higher percentage of women

(64% vs. 36%), but only a slight difference among students from

high income countries (51% vs. 49%). The proportion of men is con-

siderably higher among students from low income countries (Fi-

gure 2.18).

Breaking down the results according to continent of origin

shows that an above-average number of women from America

and European countries come to study in Germany. There is a par-

ticularly high proportion of women (76%) among the foreign stu-

dents from the ten countries that joined the EU in 2006. Among

students from Africa and Asia, however, there are relatively few

women (21% and 39%, respectively).

More women than men come to Germany to pursue a first de-

gree (54% vs. 46%) and partial studies (56% vs. 44%). By contrast,

men outnumber women in post-graduate courses of study (59% vs.

41%).

Age
The foreign students enrolled in the 2006 summer semester in

Germany were – just as in 2003 – on average 26.3 years old. As an-

ticipated, foreign students in post-graduate courses of study are

older (28.1 years old) than students pursuing a first degree (26.2

years old) and guest students (23.9 years old). A breakdown of the

ages of these subgroups is shown in Figure 2.19.

Within the total foreign student population, men are on ave-

rage half a year older than women (26.6 years vs. 26.1 years). There

is no age difference among men and women pursuing a first de-

gree and a relatively minor difference in post-graduate studies

(men: 28.3 years, women: 27.7 years). However, a larger difference

22 STUDYING IN GERMANY - MOBILE FOREIGN STUDENTS

can be found among guest students (men: 24.5 years, women:

23.4 years).

Marital Status, Relationships
A larger proportion of foreign students are married than German

students (18% vs. 6%). A comparison according to study status reve-

als that 24% of foreign students in post-graduate courses of study

are married (German: 22%) along with 17% (German: 5%) in first stu-

dies. Foreign students who are in Germany as guest students are

significantly younger than the rest of the foreign student popula-

tion and have a relatively low marriage rate (7%). Compared to the

2003 results, the proportion of married foreign students has decli-

ned from 20% to 18%.

More than a third of the foreign students (36%) indicated that

they were in a committed relationship without being married

(2003: 34%). The percentage of foreign students who are not in a

committed relationship (46%) has remained unchanged since

2003. By comparison, in 2006 a larger proportion of German stu-

dents lived in a committed relationship (52%) and a smaller num-

ber were not in a committed relationship (41%).

Students with Children
The proportion of foreign students who already have children (9%)

is higher than among German students. It is predominantly

foreign students pursuing their first degree who are more often

parents than German first-degree students (8% vs. 5%), whereas the

number of foreign students in post-graduate courses of study who

have children is substantially lower than the corresponding peer

group of German students (11% vs. 20%).

The highest numbers of foreign students with children can be

found among students from countries with an upper middle per

capita income (11%). Among students from lower middle and low

income countries the corresponding figure is 9% and among stu-

dents from high income countries it is 7%, which corresponds to

the proportion of parents found among German students.

Broken down according to the gender of the foreign students,

10% of the women and 8% of the men have children. In 2003, the

number of fathers was slightly higher than the proportion of mo-

thers among the foreign student population (9% vs. 8%).

Nearly three-quarters of foreign students with children have

one child, more than a fifth have two children and the remainder

have more than two children. The majority of studying mothers

and fathers (71%) live together with their children in Germany, al-

though the women outnumber the men in this respect (85% vs.

54%). A total of 82% of mothers and fathers live together with their

children in Germany (94% of the fathers, 76% of the mothers), 11%

are in a committed relationship (6% of the fathers, 13% of the mo-

thers) and 7% are not in a committed relationship; only mothers

fall into this last category, representing 11% of all female foreign

students with children.

The age of the only or youngest child with whom the foreign

students live together in Germany is on average 4.9 years. More

than half of these children are still at an age where they would re-

quire childcare and nearly one-quarter are pre-school age child-

ren.
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Age

Study status

Total

Up to 21 years

First-
degree
studies

10

Graduate
studies

-

Partial
studies

19 9

22-23 years

24-25 years

26-27 years

28-29 years

16

24

8

22

19

14

24

16

37

22

17

23

8

9

19

14

30 years and older

Total

Average age in years

Students:

17

100

30

100

- Total 

- Male

- Female

26.2

26.2

28.1

28.3

26.1 27.7

5

100

18

100

23.9

24.5

26.3

26.6

23.4 26.1
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Age of the children who live together with their student parents in

Germany

Age of the children in %
Up to 3 years 52
4 to 6 years 24
7 to 10 years 11
11 years and older 13

Highest Level of Education in the Parents’ House-
hold
The majority of foreign students (60%) have at least one parent

who has completed a college or university education. An additio-

nal 19% come from households where a general higher education

entrance qualification is the highest level of education achieved

by one of their parents. Foreign students thus come primarily

from academically educated families.

A comparison of the income situations in the students’ coun-

tries of origin reveals a number of differences (Figure 2.20). A 

higher percentage of students whose parents have a college or

university education come from low and lower middle income

countries.

It is also apparent that a larger proportion of women than

men (63% vs. 56%) among the foreign student population come

from academically educated households where at least one 

parent has a college or university education. An additional 20% of

the women come from households where at least one parent has a

higher education entrance qualification, whereas the correspon-

ding proportion among men is 17%.
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2.4 Previous Education and Motives for Study-
ing in Germany

2.4.1 Recognition of Previous Qualifications

Foreign students who have acquired their higher education ent-

rance qualifications in their home country have to fulfill certain

admission criteria in order to be accepted into a course of study in

Germany. For instance, they have to furnish proof of sufficient

knowledge of the German language. Their admission also de-

pends to a large degree on how their foreign higher education

entrance qualifications or foreign academic degrees are assessed

in Germany. The guidelines for evaluating academic qualificati-

ons are specified in the framework regulations for foreign stu-

dents of the Standing Conference of Ministers of Education (KMK).

These guidelines divide prospective foreign students into three

groups.

The first group consists of all foreigners whose previous

educational qualifications are equivalent to a German higher

education entrance qualification. This applies principally to appli-

cants from European countries and from the USA. These candida-

tes can be directly admitted to institutions of higher learning,

subject to possible admissions restrictions. Should the educational

certificates of applicants only be comparable to a certain degree

to a German higher education entrance qualification, the pro-

spective students are assigned to the second evaluative group,

and if they are not at all comparable, they are assigned to the third

evaluative group. Applicants in the second and third group have

to pass an assessment test before they can be accepted into an in-

stitution of higher education in Germany.

This publication will now focus on the previous qualifications

of foreign students enrolled at German institutions of higher

education during the 2006 summer semester. It will show the

level of recognition that these students received in Germany for

their educational background and report on their degree of satis-

faction with this recognition.

Previous Qualifications Upon Arrival
Only a minority of 29% of the foreign students who began their

studies in Germany were merely able to produce proof of a higher

education entrance qualification. The majority of foreign stu-

dents came to Germany with previous study experience. One-

quarter had already studied in their country of origin or in

another country, but without obtaining a degree. Nearly one-

third had completed a first degree. More than 13% of the foreign

students came to Germany with a post-graduate degree.

A comparison of foreign students according to the income si-

tuation in their home countries shows considerable differences

(Figure 2.21). A larger percentage of students with a first degree

come to Germany from low and lower middle income countries

than from upper middle and high income countries.

Compared with the corresponding result from 2003, the num-

ber of foreign students who came to Germany with a higher

education entrance qualification was six percent higher and the

proportion who had attended an institution of higher education

but not obtained a degree was five percent higher than in 2006.
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school-leaving certificate
(10th grade)

Other education
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By contrast, the proportion of foreign students who came to Ger-

many with an academic degree was four percent lower. This deve-

lopment can be partly attributed to the fact that the percentage of

respondents who did not answer this question was significantly

smaller in 2006 than in 2003 (1% vs. 8%).

Recognition of Previous Education
With the exception of students who are only pursuing partial stu-

dies in Germany, the foreign students were asked to what extent

their educational qualifications were recognized in Germany and

how satisfied they were with the recognition of their previous

education.

Approx. 92% of the foreign students were granted some sort of

equivalency in recognition of their educational qualifications.

However, this distribution according to the type of previous

education differs from the overall foreign student population, i.e.,

including guest students (compare Figure 2.21 with Figure 2.22,

focusing on the individual results under “Total”). Figure 2.22

shows, according to the information provided by the respondents,

the equivalency procedures that students had to go through and

how their previous education was rated. 5

The previous education of the majority (58%) of foreign stu-

dents who came to Germany with a higher education entrance

qualification was directly recognized as an entrance qualification.

A large proportion of these foreign students (36%) were admitted

following an assessment test at a preparatory course and a small

number (5%) following an aptitude test.

When it comes to the foreign students who came to Germany

with previous study experience but no degree, 21% were admitted

only after they passed an assessment test at a preparatory course

and 5% following an aptitude test. An additional 39% were directly

granted an entrance qualification based on their previous educa-

tion. A relatively small proportion (13%) were granted a Vordiplom

in recognition of their previous studies.

More than a third of the foreign students who came to Ger-

many with a first degree were granted the equivalency of a bache-

lor’s for their previous education, but very few were given a hig-

her level of recognition. Approximately one-fifth of the foreign

students were only able to use their foreign academic degrees to

achieve entrance into a German institution of higher education,

with no higher level of equivalency.

In many cases, foreign students who came to Germany with a

post-graduate degree were only able to use this qualification to

5
 It cannot be ruled out that a small number of respondents may have 
misunderstood the corresponding question. There is no other explanati-
on for occasional responses such as “my previous education consists of a
higher education entrance qualification, which has been recognized as a
Vordiplom”
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Previous qualifications

Per capita income in the
country of origin

Total1

- Higher education 

entrance qualification

Low &

lower

middle

27

Upper

middle

34

High

28 29

- Higher education, no de

gree

- Higher education with 

first degree

- Higher education with a 

post-graduate degree

- Doctorate

25

36

21

25

11

0.9

17

0.8

30

29

25

32

12

0

13

0.6

No answer given

Total

1

100

2

100

1

100

1

100

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
1  Including students who gave no response concerning their country of origin
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Previous education

- Higher education entrance qualification

Total

Previous education was recognized

31

After as-
sessment

test1

36

After an ap-
titude test1

5

As secon-
dary school

leaving certi-
ficate

58

As
Vordiplom

1

As bache-
lor’s

-

As Diplom,
Magister,
master’s

-

Only parti-
ally recog-

nized

3

- Higher education, no degree

- Higher education with first degree

- Higher education with a post-graduate 

degree

Total 

22

33

21

5

14

100

4

18

5

3

39

20

2

4

12

35

13

13

-

35

13

9

3

12

-

7

32

25

55

10

21

19

1 As university entrance qualification  DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey



gain admission to a course of study (12%). A small proportion of

these foreigners (6%) were only granted an entrance qualification

after an assessment test or an aptitude test (Figure 2.22). Nevert-

heless, more than half managed to have their degree recognized

as the equivalent of a Diplom, Magister or master’s degree.

Satisfaction with Equivalency Process
As expected, the affected foreign students’ subjective evaluation

of the equivalency process is relatively critical. A quarter of the

students are dissatisfied or very dissatisfied with the recognition

of their previous educational qualifications (rated on a scale of

one to five, from “very dissatisfied” to “very satisfied”). Slightly

more than half the respondents indicated that they were satisfied

to very satisfied (53%) and over one-fifth were undecided (22%).

A breakdown according to gender reveals that more men

than women are satisfied with the equivalency process (57% vs.

50%). Substantial differences also emerged when comparing re-

sponses according to the income situation in the country of ori-

gin, the type of educational institution and the organization of

the study abroad (see the following overview).

Satisfaction with the Equivalency Process

Characteristics students in %
satisfied dissatisfied

Per capita income in home country
Low & lower middle income 50 27
Upper middle income 54 26
High income 63 21

Gender
Male 57 24
Female 50 27

Type of institution
University (or similar) 54 25
Univ. of applied sciences 48 27

Organization of study abroad
Free Mover 52 27

Programmstudierende 70 12

Total 53 25

Foreign students who had previous study experience, inclu-

ding those with and those without a first degree, are far less satis-

fied with the equivalency process than those who came to Ger-

many with a higher education entrance qualification or a post-

graduate degree (Figure 2.23). There has been no significant

change since 2003 in how the various foreign student subgroups

assess the equivalency process.

It stands to reason that foreign students who come to Ger-

many with an academic degree are considerably less satisfied

with the equivalency process when they are recognized as first-de-

gree students instead of graduate students (Figure 2.24).

If the information obtained from the respondents is extrapo-

lated to the entire student body, then approx. 80,000 of the

foreign students enrolled in the 2006 summer semester received

an academic degree before they commenced their studies in Ger-

many. However, only slightly more than 37,000 foreign students
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(very) satisfied (very) dissatisfied
Rated on a scale from 1 (= very dissatisfied) to 5 (= very satisfied)
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Secondary school

leaving certificate

Higher education,

no degree

Higher education

with first degree

Higher education

with post-graduate

degree

20

32

29

20

63

43

47

63
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As first-degree stu-

dent

As graduate student

38

16

31

71

As first-degree stu-

dent

As graduate student

31

12

38

81

Previous education: Higher education

with first degree

Previous education: Higher education with a 
post-graduate degree

Accepted in Germany:

Accepted in Germany:

(very) satisfied (very) dissatisfied
Rated on a scale from 1 (= very dissatisfied) to 5 (= very satisfied)
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managed to obtain an equivalency in Germany for their academic

degree.

2.4.2 Knowledge of German

Foreign students are generally expected to have sufficient know-

ledge of the German language when they come to study in Ger-

many. Nonetheless, a number of courses of study in Germany are

now also offered in English and, consequently, a command of the

German language is not always a necessary prerequisite for stu-

dies in Germany. When asked where they had learned German be-

fore they came to Germany, 80% replied – as in 2003 – that they

had acquired their initial knowledge of the language in their

home country. Nearly two-thirds of the foreign students surveyed

(64%, 2003: 60%) indicated that before they commenced their stu-

dies they had also spent time in Germany learning German or im-

proving their knowledge of the language.

Nearly two-fifths of the foreign students had begun learning

the German language at school in their home country – with a

higher proportion of women than men (Figure 2.25). A total of 28%

also learned German at an institution of higher education in their

home country – with women outnumbering men again. More

than a fifth (21%) learned German at a Goethe Institute or other

German institution in their home country – an opportunity that

was used more often by men than women. Figure 2.25 shows addi-
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tional options that were used in the foreign students’ home coun-

try to learn German.

In Germany, 38% of the foreign students learned German or

improved their knowledge of the language – before they com-

menced their studies – at a language course outside their institu-

tion of higher education, with an additional 25% learning German

at their institution of higher education and 13% at a preparatory

course.

It is interesting to note that one in twenty foreign students re-

sponded that they had learned no German before commencing

their studies. This proportion is significantly higher among men

(8%) than among women (2%).

Language Courses During the Course of Study
The proportion of foreign students who took language courses

during their studies in Germany to improve their knowledge of

German was just as high in 2006 (48%) as it was in 2003. There is a

slightly higher percentage of men than women who participated

in such language courses (49% vs. 47%). An above-average number

of guest and post-graduate students attend these courses (64%

and 60%, respectively). By contrast, a considerably smaller percen-

tage of first-degree students take language courses (42%).

A comparison according to subject groups reveals that most

engineering students (55%) and relatively few medicine and he-

alth science students (39%, the lowest proportion of any group) at-

tend a language course to improve their German. Above-average

numbers of students in mathematics and natural science as well

as social sciences, psychology and education (43% each) take such

courses, whereas the proportional figures for students in linguis-

tics and cultural studies and economics, business administration

and law who attend German courses correspond (47% and 49%, re-

spectively) roughly to the average.

The vast majority of students who have not attended a course

to improve their German during their studies in Germany indica-

ted that such instruction was not necessary (Figure 2.26). Compa-

ratively few foreign students found that the courses were too ex-

pensive (6%) or not suitable (5%). A relatively large percentage re-

sponded that they did not have enough time to take a language

course (16%).
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Learned German

In home country

Gender

Male Female
Total

- in school

- at a college/university

- at a Goethe Institute, 
another German institution

- at a language course
offered outside the
college/university

30

22

45

33

26

21

16

18

38

28

21

19

- by distant learning/self-
study course

In Germany

- at a preparatory course

- at an institution of higher
education

5 8

15

25

11

25

- at a language offered cour
se outside the college/uni -
versity

Learned German some
other way

Didn’t learn any German
before commencing stu-
dies

37

10

39

14

8 2

6

13

25

38

12

5
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Language course

- Yes, at college/university

Gender

Male

38

Female

36

Total

37

- Yes, outside college/university

- No, there were no appropriate 
courses offered

- No, the courses were too ex-
pensive

- No, I didn’t have enough time 
for this

17

6

18

5

7

18

6

14

18

5

6

16

- No, I didn’t need to 27 33 30
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Language Tests
Over three-fourths of the foreign students enrolled in the 2006

summer semester took a language test for German as a foreign

language (2003: 80%). More women (79%) than men (71%) passed a

test certifying their knowledge of German.

An analysis based on study status shows that 83% of first-de-

gree students but a considerably smaller proportion of graduate

and guest students (56% and 52%, respectively) have taken a langu-

age test.

Nearly half the foreign students (47%) took their language test

at an institution of higher education or during a preparatory

course (German Language Test, DSH). By contrast, relatively few

foreign students had their knowledge of German tested at institu-

tions that offer language tests (Figure 2.27).

A comparison with the results of the previous survey shows

that the proportion of foreign students who took a test at a Goethe

Institute has declined by more than half, from 17% in 2003 to 8% in

2006. However, the German as a Foreign Language Test (TestDaF)

has become more popular. In 2003, 4% of the foreign students took

this test; in 2006 this figure had risen to 11%.

2.4.3 Information on Studying in Germany

This section addresses the question of how foreigners who were

interested in studying abroad were made aware of Germany as a

potential country to study and what sources of information they

use to find out about study opportunities in Germany.

By far the most common way that respondents were made

aware of Germany was through the people in their immediate sur-

roundings. Nearly half (46%) the foreign students enrolled in the

2006 summer semester indicated that family, friends or acquain-

tances had passed on information about Germany as a possible

place to study. For 30% of the foreign students, it was the school or

the institution of higher education in their home country that rai-

sed the possibility of studying in Germany. Nearly just as many

(29%) were introduced to the idea through persons who had stu-
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died in Germany themselves. Research on the Internet was

another way that a considerable number of foreign students (22%)

became aware of Germany. Marketing campaigns by German in-

stitutions such as institutions of higher education and DAAD were

also effective (Figure 2.28).

The results in Figure 2.28 also show that foreign women and

men who realized their objective to study abroad were made awa-

re of Germany in similar ways. It should be noted here that the In-

ternet is currently a more effective means of reaching men.

Upon closer examination, it becomes clear that it is primarily

guest students who were made aware of Germany through their

home institution of higher education (67% vs. 34% of graduate stu-

dents and 25% of first-degree students). When it comes to students

pursuing a first-degree, it was above all family, friends and ac-

quaintances who made them aware of Germany (51% vs. 33% of

graduate students and 32% of guest students). An above-average

number of graduate students reported that they used research on

the Internet (39% vs. 19% and 18% of the guest students and first-de-

gree students) and marketing campaigns by German institutions

(17% vs. 5% and 6%, respectively).

When asked what sources of information that they used to

find out about study opportunities in Germany, more than two-

thirds of the foreign students said that they used the Internet.

Slightly fewer, i.e., nearly two-thirds, indicated that they gained

FFFFiiiigggguuuurrrreeee 2222....22227777 LLLLaaaannnngggguuuuaaaaggggeeee tttteeeessssttttssss ooooffff GGGGeeeerrrrmmmmaaaannnn aaaassss aaaa ffffoooorrrreeeeiiiiggggnnnn llllaaaannnngggguuuuaaaaggggeeee
mmmmoooobbbbiiiilllleeee ffffoooorrrreeeeiiiiggggnnnn ssssttttuuuuddddeeeennnnttttssss,,,, iiiinnnn %%%%

Language test

- At a Goethe Institute

Gender

Male

6

Female

10

Total

8

- At another institution in home 
country

- At a preparatory course at an 
institution of higher education
(DSH German Language Test)

- Test of German as a Foreign 
Language (DaF Test)

- Other language test

3

45

4

47

10
7

12
6

4

47

11
6

- None

Total

29

100

21

100

24

100
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Family/friends/ acquain-
tances

School/university in my
home country

People I know who have
studied in Germany

Research on the Internet

Marketing campaigns 
by German institutions

Articles published in
my home country

Radio/TV reports in my
home country

Other sources

47

31

27

17

6

4

2

15

46

29

31

26

9

7

4

12

46

30

29

22

8

5

3

14

I found out about Germany from:

Male
Female
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their information from friends/acquaintances who had studied in

Germany (Figure 2.29). What’s more, 42% used informational ma-

terials from German institutions and 34% visited Germany – wo-

men more often than men (41% vs. 27%) –, to gather information di-

rectly on location. Reports in the press and on radio and TV were a

source of information for only 12% of the foreign students.

It is interesting to note that students from countries with a

low per capita income used the Internet less often than students

from countries with a higher income level. Members of the former

group tend to rely more heavily on traditional media (see follo-

wing overview). It also stands to reason that students from low

and lower middle income countries enjoy significantly fewer op-

portunities to travel to Germany to gather information.

Use of selected sources of information according to the income situ-

ation in the students’ countries of origin (students in %)

Income situation Source of information

Internet Press, Visit to
radio, TV Germany

Low & lower middle income 64 15 22
Upper middle income 71 9 47
High income 75 6 46

In addition to reporting how they obtained information, the

foreign students were asked to indicate their most important

source of information. For one-third of the foreign students this

was the Internet, for one-quarter it was friends/acquaintances

who could relate their experiences in Germany, for roughly one-

eighth it was informational materials from German institutions

and for another one-eighth it was a visit to Germany (Figure 2.30).
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2.4.4 Reasons for Studying in Germany

Educational Considerations
Back in 2003, the survey revealed that there is no single factor that

motivates foreign students to decide to study in Germany. This de-

cision is always based on a combination of different considerati-

ons. Respondents chose on average four of the possible educatio-

nal motivations listed on the survey as applicable to their decision

to study in Germany.

The majority of foreign students (70%) reported that impro-

ving their language skills played a key role in their decision. This

aspect was more applicable to foreign students pursuing partial

studies and students from countries with an upper middle level of

income (84% and 82%, respectively).

Over two-thirds (68%) of the foreign students said that expec-

tations of gaining specialist knowledge had motivated them to

study in Germany. Such expectations were most common among

graduate students (81%) and an above-average number of students

from low and lower middle income countries (74%).

The expectation that the conditions and facilities of the insti-

tutions of higher education in Germany would be better than

back home was a motivating factor for 64% of the foreign stu-

dents. It comes as no surprise that this factor played a larger role

primarily among students from low and lower middle income
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Internet

Friends/acquaintances
who have been in Ger-

many

Informational materials
from German

institutions

Visit to Germany

Press, radio, TV

Other sources

65

65

42

41

10

10

71

62

41

27

14

10

68

64

42

34

12

10

Sources of information::

Male
Female
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Internet

Friends/acquaintances
who have been in Ger-

many

Informational materials
from German

institutions

Visit to Germany

Press, radio, TV

Other sources

No response

29

25

13

15

1

5

12

37

25

12

8

2

5

11

33

25

13

12

1

5

11

Sources of information:

Male
Female
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countries (77%). By contrast, this reason was relatively rarely cited

by guest students as a contributing factor in their decision (39%).

Figure 2.31 shows all the educational considerations surveyed

in 2003 and 2006 and the proportions of foreign students who in-

dicated that these factors played a role in their decision to study in

Germany. These values varied only slightly from 2003 to 2006, and

the changes are not deemed significant.

It should also be noted that a considerably higher proportion

of graduate students cited gaining research experience as a key

motivating factor than the average for the overall foreign student

population (65% vs. 40%, respectively). In addition, it should be

mentioned that among foreign students who came to Germany as

part of an exchange program (see Section 2.2.3), one in four indi-

cated that their program only offered studies in Germany.

The main educational reasons for studying in Germany cited

by respondents vary in some cases substantially according to gen-

der (Figure 2.32). Improving language skills in German and the ex-

pectation of acquiring a foreign degree were motivating factors

that played a larger role among women than men. The remaining

possible educational considerations surveyed were more com-

monly reported by men than women.

Figure 2.32 also includes the answers to the motivating aspect

first surveyed in 2006: “It was important to me that my course of

study was offered in English.” This was a decisive factor for 15% of
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the foreign students. A particularly high proportion of graduate

students cited this as a key reason for studying in Germany (45%).

General Considerations
Aside from educational considerations, there are a wide range of

additional motivating factors that influence the decision to study

abroad. The main reason given by foreign students who opted to

study in Germany (Figure 2.33) was that studying in Germany

would improve their career opportunities (82%). The second most

common consideration was that foreign students were interested

in the new challenge of coming to terms with an unfamiliar situa-

tion/culture (65%).

Foreign students who were enrolled in the 2006 summer se-

mester still did not have to pay tuition fees, so it comes as no sur-

prise that 62% of them were strongly motivated to come to Ger-

many by the prospect of free studies. This response came predo-

minantly from students from low and lower middle income coun-

tries (73%). However, the majority of students from upper middle

income countries (59%) also cited this reason. By contrast, only a

minority (39%) of the students from high income countries indica-

ted that the prospect of tuition-free higher education had influen-

ced their decision to study in Germany. Nevertheless, there were

significant differences among students from high income coun-

tries in how they assessed the importance of tuition-free studies.

For instance, more than half the surveyed students from Belgium,
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Greece, Ireland, Israel, Japan, Canada, Sweden and the USA repor-

ted that their decision to pursue studies in Germany was highly in-

fluenced by the fact that no tuition fees were required.

More than half the foreign students were motivated to study

in Germany because it is a technologically advanced country and

its institutions of higher education have a particularly good repu-

tation. The remaining considerations, as illustrated by Figure

2.33, influenced significantly less than half the students in their

decision-making process.

A comparison according to gender shows that men and wo-

men were influenced to a similar degree by individual motivating

factors (Figure 2.34). The only exceptions here were that the consi-

derations “Germany is a technologically advanced country” and

“German institutions of higher education have a particularly

good reputation” played a considerably smaller role among wo-

men than among men (51% vs. 71% and 51% vs. 67%, respectively).
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2.5 Living Situation in Germany

2.5.1 Financing Living Expenses

This section will examine the sources of financing that foreign

students rely upon while studying in Germany and the amounts

of money available from individual sources. Afterwards, it will

focus on monthly incomes that are the sum of individual amounts

obtained from various financial sources.

The following incomes, even when not explicitly stated, refer

to average monthly amounts.

Sources of Income
The majority of foreign students cover their living expenses in

part with money that they earn themselves: 62% of foreign stu-

dents help to make ends meet with an average of €407 a month

earned from work. One-fifth of foreign students pay for their li-

ving expenses entirely from personal earnings. These students

have an average income of €603 a month.
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Parents are the second most common source of financing: 46%

of the foreign students receive an average of €380 a month from

their parents. Only 11% of the foreign students receive enough mo-

ney from their parents – on average €592 – to allow them to meet

their living expenses without additional sources of financing.

The third most common source of financing is only available

to a minority of the foreign students: 20% receive an average

monthly scholarship payment of €661 a month and 9% live exclusi-

vely from their scholarship. This last subgroup receives on avera-

ge €961 a month (for more information on scholarship students,

see Section 2.2.3).

In addition to the three main sources of financing listed abo-

ve, there are other sources of income. However, the proportion of

foreign students who are supported by these sources is relatively

small (Figure 2.35).

Figure 2.36 shows the individual sources of financing and the

average monthly amounts available to students. Each average

amount is low enough that it is presumably impossible for many

students to meet their monthly living expenses with the income

from one source of financing. The results also show that less than

half the foreign students (45%) only have income from a single

source. The majority of the foreign students (55%) rely on two or

more sources of income.

A comparison with the results from 2003 reveals that the pro-

portion of foreign students who cover their expenses with perso-

nal earnings is seven percentage points higher in 2006 (62% vs.

55% in 2003). In addition, the number that receives financial sup-

port from their parents is slightly higher in 2006 than in 2003 (46%

vs. 45%). By contrast, the figures for scholarship students are

slightly lower in 2006 than in 2003 (20% vs. 23%).

In 2006, more women than men who met their living expen-

ses with personal earnings (66% vs. 58%). However, the average

earnings of working women were slightly lower than those of

men (€397 vs. €419). In addition to a higher proportion of men
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than women who are supported by their parents, men receive lar-

ger amounts (€405 vs. €351). The situation is similar among scho-

larship students: 23% of the men receive an average scholarship of

€745 compared to 18% of the women with €559 of financial sup-

port. With regard to the remaining sources of financing, there is

only a clear disparity between men and women when it comes to

support from a spouse/partner. Women are more often financially

supported by their partner than men (17% vs. 7%).

There are also clear differences among foreign students with

regard to the use of specific sources of income. For instance, per-

sonal earnings are significantly more often relied upon by stu-

dents from low and lower middle and upper middle income coun-

tries to cover their living expenses than by students from coun-

tries with a high per capita income (Figure 2.37). A comparison ac-

cording to study status (Figure 2.38) reveals that it is predomi-

nantly first-degree students (71%) who also live from their personal

earnings, followed by graduate students (45%) and guest students

(38%). However, employed graduate students earn considerably

more money per month (€521) than working first-degree and

guest students (€398 and €287, respectively).

The amount of financial support that foreign students receive

from their parents has not changed markedly since 2003 (see Fi-

gures 2.35 and 2.36). Presumably, foreign students from high in-

come countries receive money far more frequently – and also

much larger amounts – from their parents (64%, on average €452)

than students from low and lower middle and upper middle inco-

me countries. However, the results show that students from low

and lower middle income countries receive more financial sup-

port from their parents (46%, on average €386) than students from

upper middle income countries (36%, on average €260). Presu-

mably, this relatively minor amount of financial support from pa-

rents explains why a larger proportion of students from upper

middle income countries have a job (Figure 2.37) and earn on ave-

rage more money (€439) than students from low income coun-

tries (€392) and high income countries (€340).
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Sources of financing

Personal earnings 

Parents

2000 2003

385

359

407

397

2006

407

380

Scholarship

Savings1

Partner/spouse

Relatives/friends/acquaintances

508

255

574

286

346

217

417

240

661

287

298

201

Loan from a bank, etc.

BAföG

Other sources

372

*

354

432

414 359

310

435

391

1 Money earned/saved before commencing studies
* Not a sufficiently large pool of respondents to calculate a statistically relevant mean
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58
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66

Parents

Scholarship

Savings1
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40

19

45

23

13

11

12

10

46

20

50

23

12

12

12

7

42

18

12

17
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quaintances
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BAföG 

Other sources

8

4

8

5

3

9

3

5

7

6

8

7

4

5

3

6

7

5

6

5
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The majority of scholarship students come from countries

with a high per capita income (Figure 2.37). Individuals who come

to Germany to pursue partial studies (guest students) constitute

by far the group with the largest number of scholarship students

(71%), however, a significant proportion of graduate students (38%)

receive scholarships as well (Figure 2.38).

Amount and Breakdown of Monthly Income
The Social Survey does not list an average value for the monthly

income of all students. The amount of income available to stu-

dents is significantly influenced by a wide range of factors, for

example, whether students live with their parents or on their own,

whether they are single or married, and whether they are post-
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graduate students or still pursuing their first degree. In view of

this fact, it would be inappropriate to lump together the monthly

income of all students. Such an overall average income value

would always be influenced by the varied make-up of the student

body. Comparative evaluations of such an overall average value

would not allow for a direct assessment of the students’ financial

situation. Were such a value to be calculated, it would still be ne-

cessary to pinpoint exactly which comparative results could be at-

tributed to differences in the nature of the above-mentioned stu-

dent characteristics.

As a result, household types have been developed for the Soci-

al Survey. These types of households consist of groups of students

who have to meet their living expenses under similar conditions.

The main focus here is on students who are pursuing their first de-

gree, do not live with their parents, and are single (i.e., “normal

students”). Among foreign students and German students, this

group currently represents two-thirds of the student body. This

group generally finds itself at the center of attention when issues

arise concerning government financial aid and laws covering fi-

nancial support from parents. The other types of households con-

sist of students pursuing their first degree who are single and live

with their parents (i.e., “living with parents”), married students

pursuing their first degree who do not live with their parents (i.e.,

“married”) and students who have completed their first degree,

do not live with their parents and are single (i.e., “graduate – sin-

gle”) or are married (i.e., “graduate – married”).

Based on these household types, foreign students enrolled in

the 2006 summer semester had the following incomes:

Household type Monthly Proportion of 
income foreign students 

• Normal students €654 65%
• Living with parents €519 3%
• Married €723 13%
• Graduate – single €849 15%
• Graduate – married €1,098 4%

The financial situation of the “living with parents” and “graduate

 – married” groups cannot be compared with the other groups be-

cause there are an insufficient number of students in the survey

with this type of household.

An initial comparison of the above groups reveals that the in-

dividual household types have substantially different sources of fi-

nancing available (Figure 2.39). Roughly two-thirds of the stu-

dents in both the "normal students" and "married" groups use

personal earnings to help meet their living expenses. Among the

"graduate – single" group, 50% are gainfully employed. More than

half the members of the "normal students" group (53%) but only

one-fifth of the "married" students receive financial support from

their parents. A larger number of single graduates have scholar-

ships than members of the two other groups (33% vs. 18% "normal

students" and 11% "married"). Not surprisingly, a larger proportion

of married students receive financial assistance from their part-

ners (42%). By contrast, very few single students receive financial

support from their partners.
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origin

Personal earnings
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middle

65

Upper
middle

66

High

49

Parents

Scholarship

Savings1

Partner/spouse

46

13

36

23

9

12

12

16

64

37

20

7

Relatives/friends/ac-
quaintances

Loan from a bank, etc.

BAföG

Other sources

6

6

8

4

2

3

4

7

8

8

7

8
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9
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2

Relatives/friends/ac-
quaintances
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8

6

5

5

4

6

0
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8
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In addition to differences in the financial sources used by the

three above-mentioned groups, the sums of money available to

each group also vary in some cases considerably (Figure 2.39).

"Normal Students" Household Type
The monthly incomes of the foreign students in this group were

on average €654 in 2006. They thus had significantly less available

monthly income than the corresponding German students in this

group (€770). Compared with the results for 2003, the average in-

come of these foreign students in 2006 was nominally 3.3% higher.

However, this nominal rise in monthly income is lower than the

rise in prices for this period, which was 5.4% according to the con-

sumer price index. This means that the monthly income of foreign

students in 2006 provided 1.9% less purchasing power than the in-

come available to foreign students in 2003.
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The monthly income budget has changed significantly from

2003. There has been a considerable decline in the budget provi-

ded by parents and the amount covered by scholarships (Figure

2.40). At the same time, personal earnings have risen from 33% to

39%. By contrast, personal earnings in the monthly income of the

corresponding group of German students were substantially lo-

wer (24%) in 2006 and have fallen in recent years (2003: 27%).

Hence, the role of personal earnings in financing studies in Ger-

many has significantly increased among foreign students while it

has declined among German students.

A comparison of the foreigners in the "normal students"

group according to whether they intend to complete a degree in

Germany or are only temporarily in the country to pursue partial

studies (i.e., as a "guest student") clearly shows that there are con-

siderable differences in the financial structure of both subgroups

and the amount of available income (Figure 2.41). Guest students

finance their studies in Germany primarily with scholarships (32%)

and financial support from their parents (28%). Personal earnings

only account for 16% of their income. By contrast, students who in-

tend to complete their studies in Germany meet 43% of their living

expenses with personal earnings.

The financial situation of students who came to Germany to

complete a degree was not substantially different in 2003. At that

time, these foreign students had €620 in available monthly inco-

me – compared to €767 for German students. In 2003, the monthly

income of foreign students was derived from the following sour-

ces: 39% from gainful employment to finance their studies, 34%

from parents' financial support, 10% from scholarships and 17%

from the remaining financial sources.
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Sources of 
financing

Type of household

Normal
students

In % Amount

Married

In % Amount

Graduates
- single

In % Amount

Personal earnings

Parents

Scholarship

Partner/spouse

67

53

383

380

18

8

425

219

66

20

11

42

439

394

*

352

50

42

484

430

33

5

941

*

Other sources 31 329 26 476 22 466

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
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A comparative analysis of the financial situation of the “nor-

mal students” according to the income situation in their countries

of origin reveals the following: The situation of students from

countries of origin with a high per capita income is comparable to

German students in terms of monthly income (€756 vs. €770). In

addition, the proportion of this monthly income derived from per-

sonal earnings is nearly identical for both foreign (23%) and Ger-

man students (24%). These foreign students receive substantially

more financial support from their parents than foreign students

from countries with a comparatively lower level of income (Figure

2.42). Students from these poorer countries depend predomi-

nantly on personal earnings to meet their living expenses while

studying in Germany. Nearly half (47%) of the monthly income of

students from low and lower middle income countries is derived

from personal earnings, and this figure is 51% among students

from upper middle income countries.

It is almost inconceivable that foreign students from low, lo-

wer middle and upper middle income countries could study in

Germany without partly financing their studies with personal ear-

nings. Without personal earnings, the monthly income of these

foreign students would be reduced by roughly half (Figure 2.42).

They would thus have an amount of available monthly income

(€327 for low and lower middle and €311 for upper middle) that

would make it virtually impossible to maintain an appropriate

lifestyle, even if spending were limited to an absolute minimum.

It should be noted here that these descriptions do not pertain to a

tiny minority of foreign students, but rather to the financial situa-

tion of nearly two-fifths (39%) of all foreign students.
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"Married" Household Type
The average monthly income of married students was €722 in

2006. This is significantly lower than in 2003 (€789), but higher

than the income of single students in 2006 (€654).

Married students also derive the majority of their income

from personal earnings (40%) and their income has changed only

slightly since 2003 (Figure 2.43). After personal earnings, the se-

cond most important source of financing for married students is

financial support from their spouses/partners, who provide one-

fifth of the average monthly income (2003: 26%). It should also be

mentioned here that women make up 62% of all married foreign

students.

"Graduate – Single" Household Type
With €849 a month, these foreign students have significantly

more available income than those who are still pursuing their first

degree. Graduate single foreign students in 2006 were financially

much better off than in 2003 (Figure 2.44).

Scholarships account for 37% of monthly income, making

them the main source of financing for graduate students. This is

following by personal earnings with 29%. Parents contribute 21%

and the other sources constitute 13% of the monthly income of this

group of foreign students. There have been few changes in the

average monthly income of graduate singles since 2003 (Figure

2.44). The financial contribution of parents has declined so-

mewhat. There has been a slight rise in personal earnings and a

minimal increase in scholarships.
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2.5.2 Gainful Employment

Sections 2.2.2 and 2.5.1 examined the amount of time that foreign

students spend working and the importance of the money earned

at those jobs for financing their studies in Germany. The following

section will take a closer look at how often students work, what ty-

pes of jobs they do, and the reasons that they give for working.

Employment Rate
The employment rate is the percentage of all students who, by

their own assessment, work occasionally, often or continually.

It should be noted that the question concerning gainful em-

ployment during semester breaks and holidays (the non-lecture

period) and during the semester (the lecture period) was not ans-

wered by 8% and 11% of the foreign students, respectively (in 2003,

the non-response rate for this question was significantly higher,

with 10% and 23%, respectively). In order to take into account the

different response rates, two employment rates have been calcu-

lated for both the semester breaks/holidays and during the semes-

ter. The first rate reflects the minimum proportion of working stu-

dents under the assumption that the non-respondents are all un-

employed; the second rate shows the maximum proportion of

working students, assuming that the distribution of the students

who did not respond was identical to the distribution pattern of

those who did respond.

Based on this approach, the proportion of working foreign

students during semester breaks and holidays ranged from 55% to

61% and during the semester from 55% to 62% (Figure 2.45). The

previous survey in 2003 revealed an employment rate during se-

mester breaks/holidays of between 52% and 57% and for the semes-

ter between 43% and 56%. The proportion of working foreign stu-
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dents in 2006 was thus slightly higher during the semester breaks/

holidays and substantially higher during the semester than in

2003.

The maximum employment rate for foreign students in 2006

corresponds approximately to the employment rate of German

students, which was 63% during the semester breaks/holidays and

64% during the semester in 2006.

If the responses of the foreign students for the semester

breaks/holidays and the semester are examined together, the

group that gave no response whatsoever is reduced to just over 2%

of the respondents. This shows that in 2006 more than two-thirds
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No answer given 10 8

No, not necessary

No, not possible due to my study 
workload

No, because I have no work permit

No, because I have worked up to 90 days
already

15

11

14

10

4

1

3

1

No, looked for a job without success

Yes, worked occasionally

Yes, worked very often

Yes, worked continually

8

19

7

17

10

22

13

25

Total

Employment rate                min.

Semester
(lecture period)

100

52

100

55

57 61

No answer given

No, not necessary

No, not possible due to my study
workload

No, because I have no work permit
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12

11

11

14

3
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3

No, because I have worked up to 90 days
already

No, looked for a job without success

Yes, worked occasionally

Yes, worked very often

0.3

5

1

5

17

7

19

12

Yes, worked continually

Total

Employment rate                   min.

19

100

24

100

43

56

55

62

max.

max.
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of the foreign students (68%) had gainful employment either du-

ring the spring break and/or during the summer semester. This is

six percent higher than in 2003, thus moving closer to the corre-

sponding rate in 2000 (69%).

Student employment phases (working students, in %)

2000 2003 2006

Only during holidays 14 18 12

Only during the semester 10 9 11

Holidays and semester 45 35 45

Total 69 62 68

In 2006, the employment rate among students from low and

lower middle income (73%) and upper middle income countries of

origin (70%) was above-average, whereas it was below average for

students from high income countries (54%).

Based on a number of additional distinguishing characteris-

tics, the employment rates vary in some cases considerably from

year to year, as shown in the following overview.

Working foreign students according to selected characteristics, in %

2000 2003 2006

Scholarship

Yes 46 34 34

No 72 75 78

Type of organization

Exchange students 48 32 43

Free movers 73 69 73

Gender

Male 68 61 68

Female 70 63 69

Type of institution 

University or similar 68 62 68

Univ. of applied sciences 78 64 72

Area of study

Medicine, health sciences1 54 50 62

Math., natural sciences 63 56 64

Economics, business admin. & law 68 64 67

Engineering 73 62 71

Linguistics & cultural studies 70 66 71

Soc. sciences, psych. & education 80 67 75
1

Courses of studies in the area of health sciences were included here for
the first time in 2006; they were listed under social sciences, psychology
and education in 2000 and 2003.

Type of Employment
The majority of foreign students who earned money to finance

their studies had temporary jobs (Figure 2.46). Only a minority

worked as assistants or tutors at their institutions of higher educa-

tion. These jobs, which presumably tend to be study-associated,

were held by significantly fewer foreign students in 2006 than in

2003.

The average net hourly wage that foreign students received

for their work was in 2006 – as it was in 2003 – just under €9. The

average wage for temporary jobs was the lowest at roughly €8. As-
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sistants received between €8 and €9 an hour. By contrast, other

jobs averaged even higher, at approx. €11 an hour.

Reasons for Working
The vast majority of foreign students (62%) reported that they wor-

ked during their courses of study because it was absolutely ne-

cessary to help cover their living expenses (Figure 2.47). The se-

cond most common reason given was that it made them indepen-

dent of their parents (38%), followed by the notion that it allowed

them to gain practical experience that is useful in their future ca-

reers (26%). A similar number of students (25%) worked to enhance

their standard of living to a certain extent.
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2003

Temporary work

Semester
breaks/ho-

lidays

56

Semester

47

2006
Semester

breaks/ho-
lidays

58

Semester

56

Assistants at the col-
lege/university

Tutor

Other work

No answer given

21

3

26

6

24

7

22

11

13

2

18

3

24

10

22

10
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It is absolutely necessary to
help cover my living

expenses

To be independent of my
parents

To gain practical 
experience that will be use-

ful to me in my future career

So that I can afford a little
more

To make contacts for
possible future employment

So that I later have a job, 
regardless of my academic

degree

I need to support other
people

62

38

26

25

16

8

7

11

16

17

22

18

7

3

Totally appli-

cable (rating 5)

Applicable

(rating 4)
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Generally, respondents indicated that a number of different

aspects listed in the questionnaire fully reflected their reasons for

working. Hence, among the students who work because it is es-

sential to meeting their living expenses, nearly one in two gave in-

dependence from their parents as an additional reason and one in

four also reported that they wanted to afford a little more.

More women than men reported that one of their main rea-

sons for working was that it was absolutely necessary to cover

their living expenses (65% vs. 58%). A higher percentage of women

also indicated that they worked to be independent of their pa-

rents (40% vs. 36%) and because they wanted to afford a little more

(28% vs. 21%).

In view of their financial background, it comes as no surprise

that two-thirds of the working students from low, lower middle

and upper middle income countries (see following overview) indi-

cated that they worked because it was necessary to meet the cost

of living (see Section 2.51).

Reasons for working according to the income situation in the coun-
try of origin (employed students in %)

Income situation Reasons

Necessary Independent Afford a

for expenses of parents little more

Low & lower middle income 67 42 24

Upper middle income 68 40 29

High income 35 25 22

2.5.3 Housing and Living Conditions

The majority of foreign students in Germany live in student halls.

During the 2006 summer semester, this was true of 43% of the

foreign student population. In 2006, there were proportionally

slightly fewer foreign students who lived in a hall of residence
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than in 2003; the observed increase from 1997 to 2003, from 38%

to 45%, has thus leveled off (Figure 2.48).

The second most common housing situation for foreign stu-

dents is a rented flat (apartment) that is shared with a spouse/part-

ner (22%). Compared to 2003, this number has risen slightly. There

has also been a slight increase in the percentage of foreign stu-

dents who share a flat with other people – from 16% to 17%6.

Roughly one-tenth of foreign students, one percentage point lo-

wer than in 2003, live alone in a rented apartment. In 2006, living

as a private lodger/subtenant and living with parents only played

a relatively minor role.

A comparative analysis according to the income situations in

the countries of origin reveals differences in the distribution of va-

rious living situations (Figure 2.49). For instance, far more stu-

dents from countries with a low or lower middle income live in

student halls (48%) than from countries with an upper middle in-

come and countries with a high per capita income (38% each). Stu-

dents from upper middle income countries who share a flat with a

spouse/partner are above-average represented as the second most

common type of living situation (31%) and an above-average num-

ber of students from high income countries live in a flat share.

Special Focus on Student Halls of Residence
Half the male foreign students and 37% of the women live in halls

of residence.

A comparison according to the different types of living situati-

ons in student halls of residence shows that there are a signifi-

cantly higher proportion of men who live in a single room or a sin-

gle room in a residential unit.

6
In answer to the question concerning living in a rented flat, 14% reported
that they lived in a flat share and 3% that they lived with friends/acquain-
tances. These percentages are combined here and throughout this sec-
tion.
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Foreign students according to the living situations in the halls of re-

sidence, total and according to gender, in %

Total  Male Female

• Single room 16 20 13

• Single room in res. unit 14 17 13

• Single apartment 8 9 7

• Flat w/several rooms 3 3 2

• Double room 2 1 2

Total 43 50 37

An above-average proportion of students who come to Germany

as part of a mobility or cooperation program live in a student hall

(60%, 2003, 64%). However, a large percentage of students who or-

ganize their own studies in Germany also live in halls of residence

(40%, 2003: 41%).

The highest percentage of residents in student halls (62%) is

found among foreign students who come to Germany to pursue

partial studies (guest students). However, an above-average pro-

portion of graduate students (47%) also live in halls of residence.

Consequently, there are a below-average number of first-degree

students living in student halls of residence (39%).

The results of the two surveys conducted during the 2006

summer semester, one for German students, including foreign

students with a German education, and one for foreign students

educated in other countries (i.e., mobile foreign students), show

the following population for the halls of residence:

• German students 68% prop. of women: 44%

• Foreign stud. w.

German education     2% 37%

• Foreign students 30% 44%

Satisfaction with Housing Situation
When asked how satisfied they were with their current living situ-

ation, 54% of foreign students reported that they were satisfied/
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very satisfied (2003: 50%) and 17% said that they were dissatisfied/

very dissatisfied. The remaining 29% were undecided (2003: 30%).

Slightly more women than men are satisfied with their living

situation (56% vs. 52%). Students from low and lower middle inco-

me countries are far less satisfied than students from upper midd-

le and high income countries (Figure 2.50). Exchange students,

who predominantly live in student halls, are significantly more sa-

tisfied with their living situation than free movers (64% vs. 52%).
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Considerable differences in students' opinions also emerge

when a comparison is made based on students’ living situations

(Figure 2.51). Students who live with their spouse/partner are

substantially more satisfied with their living situation than the

average foreign student. An above-average number of students

who live alone in an apartment are satisfied. Among the remai-

ning types of living situation, however, there are smaller proporti-

ons of satisfied residents. Nevertheless, more than half the resi-

dents of student halls and flat shares are generally satisfied with

their living situation.

When asked to rate individual aspects of their living situation,

the neighborhood came in as the aspect with the highest level of

satisfaction (60%). By contrast, less than half the foreign students

surveyed were satisfied with the price of rent (45%). Nearly half

were satisfied with their relations with neighbors (49%). A clear
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majority of the respondents were satisfied with the remaining as-

pects (Figure 2.52).

It stands to reason that individual aspects are rated differently

depending on the living situation of the respondents. If the indivi-

dual aspects are ranked according to the proportion of satisfied

residents in each living situation, it produces the distribution

shown in Figure 2.53. This shows that residents of student halls are

least satisfied with the size of their living area, but foreign stu-

dents who live in a hall of residence are most satisfied with the dis-

tance to their institution of higher education as well as relations

with neighbors. Nevertheless, when it comes to the neighborhood

and the price of rent, halls of residence were given relatively low

rankings by their users. Only students in a flat share were propor-

DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
* Due to a limited pool of respondents, this can only be interpreted as a tendency
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Parents/relatives

Flat with partner/spouse

Flat alone

Shared flat

Lodger

Student hall of residence

63
61

60
59

57
49

Student hall of residence

Flat alone

Shared flat

Flat with partner/spouse

Lodger

Parents/relatives

64
55

54
49

41
32

Size of living area

Distance to college/university

Student hall of residence

Flat with partner/spouse

Parents/relatives

Shared flat

Lodger

Flat alone

51
51

50
48
48

45

Relation with neighbors

Parents/relatives

Flat with partner/spouse

Lodger

Flat alone

Student hall of residence

Shared flat

70
64

63
60

58
55

Neighborhood

Flat alone

Shared flat

Flat with partner/spouse

Student hall of residence

Lodger

Parents/relatives

52
51

47
44

43

Price of rent

Insufficient no. of responses(Very) satisfied Undecided (Very) dissatisfied



tionally less satisfied with their neighborhood and private lodgers

less satisfied with the price of rent.

There is clearly a relatively weak correlation between respon-

dents’ ratings of relations with neighbors and their type of living

situation.

Monthly Rent
Foreign students who do not live with their parents or relatives

spend on average €273 a month on rent, including utilities. This

means that rents are 15% higher than in 2003 (€237).

Monthly rents for women (€293) are substantially higher than

rents for men (€252). It should be noted, however, that a consider-

ably smaller proportion of women live in more economical stu-

dent halls and a correspondingly higher proportion share an ex-

pensive apartment with a partner. Monthly rents for the different

living situations are shown in Figure 2.54.

According to these results, the monthly rents of foreign stu-

dents for all types of housing were higher in 2006 than in 2003.

Students who live alone in a flat had the lowest increase (2%) and

students who lived with a spouse/partner experienced the largest

increase (22%). Students who live in a hall of residence spent near-

ly 10% more on rent in 2006.

Preferred Type of Housing
When asked which type of housing they preferred, 68% of the

foreign students cited their current type of living situation. Howe-

ver, nearly a third (32%) of the foreign students said that they

would prefer another type of housing. There were only minimal

differences here between men and women: 33% of the men and

31% of the women do not live in their preferred type of housing.

The highest satisfaction rate based on a comparison of the ac-

tual and the preferred form of housing is found among foreign

students who live with a spouse/partner, with 90% responding

that they already live in their preferred housing situation. This is

also true of nearly three-fourths of those who live in halls of resi-

dence (72%) and for a majority of foreign students who live alone

in an apartment (63%).

Half the foreign students who live in a flat share say that this is

their ideal form of housing. By contrast, living with parents or re-
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latives and as a private lodger/subtenant is relatively seldom the

preferred type of housing among these students (Figure 2.55).

Experiences Looking for Housing
In order to determine how difficult it is for foreign students to find

a place to live, respondents were asked to rate 6 statements on a

scale of one to five, from “not at all” to “totally”. The results and

the exact wording of the statements and the proportion of the

foreign students who experienced these difficulties are presented

in Figure 2.56. In addition to the results for all foreign students,

special emphasis has been consciously placed here on the respon-

ses by students from Africa and Asia. Compared to the general

foreign student population, a higher proportion of these students

rate each statement as applicable to their situation.

The statement that was most often selected (48%) was that it is

very important for friends and acquaintances to help in the search

for housing (2003: 57%). This was followed by the opinion that it

was generally very difficult for students to find suitable housing in

the town where their institution of higher education was located

(36%, 2003: 36%) and the viewpoint that there is virtually no chan-

ce of finding housing with an appropriate rent (35%, 2003: 45%).

A relatively large number of respondents reported that the as-

sistance provided by student services (Studentenwerk) was hel-

pful in finding a flat (31%, 2003: 34%). As anticipated, this opinion

was more often shared by residents of student halls (53%).

A quarter of the respondents (2003: 28%) have the impression

that they were often turned down for housing because they are

foreigners. The proportion of Africans here was clearly signifi-

cantly higher (42%). However, this opinion was also shared by over

a fifth (21%) of the students from other European countries.

Nearly a quarter (23%) of the foreign students indicated that

their applications for a room or a flat were often turned down

(2003: 30%). Here again the corresponding proportion among stu-

dents from Africa was significantly higher (36%).
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Living situation

Student hall of residence

2003 2006

Total

184

Total

202

Male

205

Female

199

Lodger

Shared flat

Flat alone

Flat with partner/spouse

207

217

223

234

300

362

306

442

216

237

229

231

289

409

322

460

Total 237 273 252 293
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Current 

housing

Parents/rel.*

Student hall

Lodger*

Shared flat

Flat alone

Preferred housing

Pa-
rents

30

Stu-
dent
hall

26

1

0

72

38

1

2

24

17

Flat with partner

Total

1

2

7

41

Lod-
ger

0

Sha-
red
flat

12

Flat
alone

21

Flat
with
part-
ner

11

1

22

9

14

1

0

50

8

9

20

8

6

16

63

8

10

0

2

1

15

1

14

90

26

Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100
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* Due to a limited pool of respondents, this can only be interpreted as a tendency



2.5.4 Eating at Student Cafeterias

Student restaurants and cafeterias at institutions of higher educa-

tion are run by local student service organizations. These restau-

rants and cafeterias are responsible for providing students with

inexpensive food and beverages.

More than four-fifths of the foreign students (81%) eat at a stu-

dent cafeteria on average four times a week. The vast majority of

students eat lunch at student cafeterias but fewer eat dinner there

 – in part because this service is not offered everywhere. 

Proportion of students according to the meal that is taken in a stu-

dent cafeteria

• Breakfast 16 %

• Snack before noon 26 %

• Lunch 73 %

• Snack in the afternoon 26 %

• Dinner 8 %

Nearly equal proportions of men and women eat at student

cafeterias (81% and 82%, respectively). There are gender differen-
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ces when it comes to the frequency with which they visit a cafete-

ria. While men use student cafeterias on average five times a

week, the visitor frequency among women is four times a week.

There are two differences between men and women with regard

to the types of meals that they take: A higher proportion of men

eat lunch (76% vs. 70%) and dinner (11% vs. 6%) in student cafeterias.

Student cafeterias are used to an equal extent by foreign stu-

dents and German students (18th Social Survey, 2007, p. 378). The-

re are no major differences in user behavior.

Lunch at Student Cafeterias
Based on the frequency of eating lunchtime meals, the following

distribution has been established for foreign students:

Foreign students according to the weekly frequency of eating lunch

in student cafeterias, in %

Frequency 2003 2006

• never 22 27

• once 16 15

• twice 17 17

• three times 19 16

• four times 11 11

• five times and more 15 14

This clearly shows that the number of foreign students who never

eat lunch at student cafeterias has increased by five percent from

2003 to 2006. There was also an increase, although slightly less

marked, among German students during the same period – from

23% to 26%.

Students who eat lunch in the cafeteria once or twice a week

are called sporadic users, and students who eat lunch there three

times a week or more are called regulars. According to this defini-

tion, 32% of foreign students are sporadic users (2003: 33%) and 41%

are regulars (2003: 45%).

A comparison of all group characteristics surveyed in the

study (Figure 2.57) shows that the largest difference in use is bet-

ween men and women. Considerably more men are regular cus-

tomers in student restaurants than women (49% vs. 32%) and wo-

men are much more often sporadic users (38% vs. 27%).

Compared with the corresponding results for 2003, the pro-

portion of students who do not use student cafeterias has increa-

sed by five percent or more for the following groups: women,

younger students (up to age 25), but also older students (30 years

and over), students pursuing partial studies, students living in

halls of residence and students who live with a spouse/partner.

Reasons for Not Eating at Student Cafeterias
Students who never or seldom eat lunch at student cafeterias

were asked what keeps them from doing so. Figure 2.58 provides

the results of this question for non-users and sporadic users.

This shows that the quality of the food served is the most com-

mon reason for not eating lunch at a student cafeteria. The second

most-cited reason is the personal living situation (e.g., job, relati-

onship, health). This reason is most commonly given by women.

The value for money of the food served is often reported as a rea-

son for not eating lunch in student cafeterias. This reason was in-

dicated by more men than women.

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
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Total From Africa From Asia

My applications for a
room/flat were

often turned down.

I often had the impressi-
on that I didn't get the

room/flat because I was
a foreigner.

It's very important that
friends/acquaintances
help in the search for a

room/flat.

It is very difficult for stu-
dents to find a suitable

room/flat in my college/
university town.

There is virtually no
chance of finding a

room/flat for a
reasonable rent.

The assistance provided
by student services (Stu-
dentenwerk) in finding a

flat/room was very 
helpful.

23

25

48

36

35

31

36

42

52

43

45

36

28

29

50

45

37

38

Experiences:



A comparison with German students (18th Social Survey, 2007,

p. 382f) shows that some reasons for not eating in student cafeteri-

as are far more important to foreign students than to their Ger-

man peers. For instance, the value for money of the food plays a

significantly larger role among foreign students than among Ger-

man students. Whereas 36% of non-users and 28% of sporadic

users among foreign students cited this reason, the correspon-

ding proportions of German students are only 22% and 17%. By con-

trast, the atmosphere in student cafeterias plays a substantially

less important role for foreign students than for German students:

18% vs. 28% of the non-users cited this reason.

Additional Aspects of Cafeteria Use
In response to the question: “What aspects of the cafeteria are

especially important to you?”, foreign students were asked to rate

various characteristics on a scale of one to five, from “not import-

ant at all” to “very important”.
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The results show that the most important aspects for foreign

students are that the cafeteria has a convenient location near the

institution of higher education (85%) and has low-cost (80%) and

high-quality (71%) menu items. For nearly two-thirds of the stu-

dents (62%), good service is also important, along with fast and ef-

ficient service (57%). The results of all aspects surveyed are shown

in Figure 2.59.
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Regular

users

Sporadic

users
Non-users

1. Gender

- Male 49 27 24

- Female

2. Per capita income in the countries of origin

- Low+lower middle income

- Upper middle income

32 38

42

37

31

35

30

27

27

- High income

3. Study status

- First-degree studies

- Graduate studies

43 31

39

49

33

26

- Partial studies

4. Age

- up to 21

- 22/23

36 38

38

36

35

37

26

28

24

26

27

27

- 24/25

- 26/27

- 28/29

- 30 and older

41

44

30

32

43

39

31

30

5. Type of housing

- Parents

- Student hall of residence

- Lodger

44 30

40

51

33

32

29

24

26

30

26

27

17

- Shared flat

- Flat alone

- Flat with partner

Total

44

46

32

32

34

41

34

32

24

22

32

27
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Hindernis
Non-users Sporadic users

Food quality

Total

40

M

42

F

38

Total

38

M

36

F

39

Personal living situati-

on

Value for money of

food

Lack of time

Distaste for all types of

cafeteria food

38

36

27

44

31

21

26

19

46

30

35

22

30

28

25

30

34

15

31

17

33

27

36

15

Classes/lectures con-

flict with mealtimes

Atmosphere

Location and accessibi-
lity

19

18

14

19

9 7

22

17

11

27

14

26

12

13 14

28

14

11
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Convenient location
near university

Low-cost menu items

High-quality menu
items

Good service

Fast and efficient 
service

Interior design and
atmosphere

Center for communica-
tion/information

Organic products and
ingredients

85

80

71

62

57

55

46

38
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When it comes to gender-based differences, significantly

more women than men report that high-quality menu items are

an important aspect (76% vs. 66%), more women value good ser-

vice (66% vs. 58%), the interior design and atmosphere in the cafe-

teria (60% vs. 49%) and, finally, value organic products and ingredi-

ents (42% vs. 34%).

The following differences with German students should be

noted: Foreign students place far more importance on good ser-

vice than German students (62% vs. 44%); a larger proportion of

foreign students also value interior design and atmosphere (55%

vs. 44%) and organic products and ingredients (38% vs. 28%).

2.6 Germany As a Place to Study

Five questions were used to assess the opinions of foreign students

on Germany as a place to study, the difficulties that they face in

the country, and what assistance can be offered to make their stu-

dies in Germany go more smoothly.

2.6.1 Preferred Country of Study

First, the foreign students were asked in which country they

would have preferred to study (Figure 2.60). Only 43% of the

foreign students enrolled in the 2006 summer semester said that

Germany was their first choice (2003: 48%, 2000, 52%). A quarter of

the foreign students rated Germany as their second choice and for

32% it was neither their first nor their second choice (2003: 28%).

More women than men cited Germany as their country of

choice (45% vs. 42%) By contrast, Germany is more often the second

choice among men (27% vs. 22%). Thus, there is very little diffe-

rence in the proportions of men and women who indicated that

Germany was not among their preferred countries of study (31% vs.

33%).
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A comparison according to the income situations of the coun-

tries of origin shows that Germany is primarily the first choice for

students from high income countries.

Germany – preferred country according to per capita income

in country of origin, students in %

1st choice 2nd choice Neither

Low & lower middle income 41 29 30

Upper middle income 44 19 37

High income 50 23 27

Among those foreign students who ranked Germany neither

as their first nor their second choice, English-speaking countries

were at the top of the list, with the USA (35%) as the clear leader,

followed by the UK (24%) and Australia (11%).

The assumption that students who did not rank Germany

among their preferred countries of study would differ from the re-

maining foreign students in terms of their reasons for coming to

Germany was – as in 2003 – not confirmed.

2.6.2 Difficulties with Studies and Everyday Life

Just as in the previous survey, foreign students in the 18th Social

Survey were asked about the areas where they had difficulties that

they had to overcome during their stay in Germany.

Figure 2.61 shows a ranking of the difficulties that foreign stu-

dents have in Germany. The most commonly cited problematic

areas were figuring out the academic system, meeting German

students, and financing studies. Compared to 2003, the number

of students who have difficulty navigating the academic system

has risen significantly. However, the proportion that has trouble

meeting German students or coming to terms with financing issu-

es has leveled off at the same high level as 2003.

As in 2003, a third of the foreign students complain of major

difficulties in finding a place to live. However, in comparison to

2003, there are considerably more students who have trouble

meeting Germans outside of school and communicating in Ger-

man. In addition, there has been a clear increase in the number of

students who report the study-related difficulties that were rated

by respondents as the least serious (recognition of previous scho-

lastic/academic achievements, meeting academic standards, get-

ting accepted by a college/university).

Women and men differ with regard to the surveyed difficul-

ties in the following manner: More women have trouble figuring

out the academic system (44% vs. 37%), while men have more diffi-

culties finding a place to live (37% vs. 30%), dealing with the appli-

cation procedures for their visa/residence permit (31% vs. 26%) and

communicating in German (30% vs. 24%).

There are a number of difficulties that are closely linked to the

income situation in the country of origin (Figure 2.62). Major diffi-

culties in financing studies are primarily reported by students

who do not come from countries with a high or upper middle

level of per capita income (44% and 41% vs. 23%).

Evidently, a higher proportion of students from low and lower

income countries have difficulties with most of the areas sur-

veyed. The only exceptions to this rule are the areas of coming to
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Country of

choice

Per capita income in the country

of origin
Total

Germany

Low & lo-

wer middle

41

Upper

middle

44

High

50 43

USA

UK

France

Australia

30

13

13

17

4

3

5

5

14

10

22

14

6

5

5

4

Italy

The Netherlands

Japan

Other country

1

1

2

1

1

7

2

11

Total 100 100

3

2

2

1

1

9

1

8

100 100
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Figuring out the
academic system

Meeting with German
students

Financing my studies

Meeting Germans 
outside of school

Finding a room/flat

Application
procedure for the 

visa/residence
permit

Consulting
professors/

teaching staff

Communicating in
German

Work permit

Recognition  of my
previous  scholastic/

academic
achievements

Meeting academic 
standards

Getting accepted by
a college/university

34

34

37

28

26

37

26

24

43

28

21

16

34

38

38

29

33

27

25

19

29

21

19

14

40

39

38

34

33

29

27

27

26

25

23

19

Difficulties:

2000

2003
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terms with the academic system and consulting professors and te-

aching staff.

In addition, it should be noted that foreign students who did

not place Germany at the top of their list of preferred countries to

study are proportionally confronted with more difficulties than

the average foreign student. Hence, 48% of these students have

difficulties meeting German students (average 39%), 44% have

trouble financing their studies (average 38%) and 41% have prob-

lems meeting people outside the academic environment (average

34%).

2.6.3 Support Services

In order to assess which support services help foreign stu-

dents, and/or make their studies in Germany go more smoothly,

students were asked to rate 13 services on a scale from one to five,

from “not important at all” to “very important.” In addition, re-

spondents were asked to indicate which of these services were ac-

tually used. The results of these questions are shown in Figure

2.63; however, their order of appearance reflects the popularity of

these services used by foreign students.

As anticipated, the proportion of students who felt that it was

generally important to have a specific service offered was larger

than the number of students who actually used that service. Stu-

dents’ ratings and the actual utilization rates were most closely

matched when it came to the most commonly used services, na-

mely welcome events and German language courses.

The low rating for tutorials in halls of residence can be explai-

ned by the fact that this program is specifically tailored to resi-

dents and is not available in all student halls, and thus is not a ser-

vice that is available to the majority of foreign students. When it

comes to student hall residents – regardless of whether they have

an opportunity to use this service or not – 31% felt this service was

important and 20% actually used it.

Taking into account that 27% of the foreign students surveyed

said that they felt that one or more services were missing, it is safe

to assume that some services would be used more intensively if

they were offered everywhere. Nevertheless, the only area that

was mentioned by respondents in considerable numbers was in-

formation on financing studies (8%), whereas the remaining servi-

ces were only cited by at most 3% of the respondents and, in most

cases, were missed by even fewer students.

In general, support services are more commonly used by men

than women (Figure 2.64), with the exception of welcome events,

academic counseling and course-related tutorials.

Satisfaction with Services Used
When asked how satisfied they were with the services used, only

three services were rated by the foreign students as “(very) satis-

fied” (Figure 2.65). The best ratings by far were awarded by the

users of German language courses, followed by course-related tu-

torials and welcome events. In addition, nearly half the foreign

students who received help finding a place to live rated this ser-

vice as satisfactory. On the negative side, of the 26% of foreign stu-

dents who sought information on financing their studies, only

roughly one in four were satisfied with the services provided.
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In general, men and women differ hardly at all in their ratings

of the services used. The only noteworthy differences are in their

opinions of course-related tutorials and tutorials in halls of resi-

dence. Women are significantly more satisfied with both services

than men (49% vs. 39% and 35 % vs. 23 %, respectively; satisfaction
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with tutorials in halls of residence among residents of student

halls: 41% vs. 29%).

In summary, there is room for improvement in foreign stu-

dents’ use of services and the specific target group orientation of

the services.
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2.6.4 Recommending Germany As a Place to Study

In the last question of the survey, foreign students were asked, ba-

sed on their experiences with the living and studying conditions

in Germany, if they would recommend to friends or acquaintan-

ces in their home country that they study in Germany. The vast

majority of respondents (84%) expressed an opinion on this topic

while 12% indicated that they could not judge this question yet

and 2% left the question unanswered.

An above-average proportion of foreign students who were

not able to judge this question or left the question unanswered

came from African countries (24%), a slightly above-average figure

came from Asian countries (15%) a below-average proportion from

other European countries (12%) and a below-average number from

the American continent (9%). Clearly, the amount of time that stu-

dents have spent studying in Germany is not a deciding factor

with regards to their ability to make an assessment. Of the stu-

dents who ventured to make a judgment, 29% had not been in Ger-

many longer than two semesters compared to 36% among those

who were not yet prepared to judge the situation.
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More than a quarter (26%) of the 86% of the foreign students

who answered this question said unequivocally that they would

recommend studying in Germany. An additional 34% indicated

that they would tend to recommend it, while 23% were undecided

and 17% reported that they would not recommend studying in

Germany. Compared with the corresponding results in 2003 (Fi-

gure 2.66), the proportion who would (tend to) recommend Ger-

many has declined by two percent (from 62% to 60%). A compari-

son according to gender shows that a slightly higher proportion

of men (18%) than women (15%) would not recommend studying in

Germany.

An analysis that takes into account additional distinguishing

characteristics reveals that the number of foreign students who

would recommend Germany varies in some cases considerably

(see following overview). By far the highest proportion (82%) of

those who would recommend Germany can be found among

guest students in Germany. However, the corresponding number

is also significantly above-average among graduate students

(73%). The least number of proponents of Germany can be found

among African students. The percentage among these students

who would recommend Germany is 38% while the proportion

who would definitely not do so was 34%. When it comes to Asian

students, the number who see Germany in a positive light is be-

low-average (51%) and the figure for those who were not yet ready

to make a judgment (24%) were significantly above average.

There were also differences with regard to subject groups.

Students of engineering had the lowest proportion of respon-

dents who would recommend Germany as a place to study (57%).

By contrast, the subject group social sciences, psychology and

education had the highest proportion (65%).
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Foreign students who study in eastern German apparently

have a more positive image of Germany than those who study in

western Germany. Whereas 67% of the students in eastern Ger-

many would recommend Germany, only 58% in western Germany

gave a response in favor of Germany.

Foreign students who would recommend Germany as a place to

study, according to selected characteristics, in %

Per capita income in country of origin

Low & lower middle income 52

Upper middle income 67

High income 74

Continent of origin

Africa 38

America 75

Asia 51

Europe 66

Study status

First degree 53

Post-graduate 73

Partial studies 82

Study areas

Engineering 57

Linguistics & cultural studies 61

Mathematics & natural sciences 62

Medicine, health sciences 60

Economics, business administration & law 59

Social sciences, psychology & education 65

Study region

Western Germany 58

Eastern Germany 67

Finally, it should be noted that, as was already found in 2003,

the proportion of students who would recommend Germany is

also connected to difficulties that foreign students have during

their studies in the country. If a mean value is calculated for each

of the areas of difficulty (see Section 2.6.2) that foreign students

rated on a scale from one to five, from “huge difficulties” to “no

difficulties at all”, then the average would be 3.3 (if the mean va-

lue were 1, it would mean enormous difficulties, if it were 5, it

would no difficulties at all). This mean value is significantly lower

among foreign students who would not recommend Germany

than among those who would recommend the country (2.9 vs.

3.5), leading to the conclusion that the first group faces greater

difficulties.
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The following results are based on information provided by

16,590 German students at German institutions of higher educati-

on who took part in the 18th Social Survey, which was conducted

during the 2006 summer semester. The students were asked

about their experience abroad and their views of studying in a

foreign country. Details on the approach used in the survey can be

found in the main report on the 18th Social Survey, p. 33ff (only

available in German). For the first time, in addition to German stu-

dents, foreign students who were educated in Germany and recei-

ved a higher education entrance qualification in the German

school system have been included in the findings. This has not sig-

nificantly altered the final results.

Distinctions are made between various types of study-related

stays abroad, such as temporary studies at a foreign institution of

higher education, internships, language courses and other study-

related experiences abroad, such as research trips and excursions.

The extent of international mobility among the student popu-

lation is defined as the percentage of domestic students who have

already been on a study-related stay abroad at the time that a par-

ticular survey is conducted. A cross-sectional percentage of all stu-

dents is calculated along with the proportion of students in

advanced semesters (see below). The latter figure makes it possib-

le to estimate how many students have gained experience abroad

by the time they successfully complete their studies. Taking the

mobility rate for students in advanced semesters – plus the pro-

portion of those who have reached this advanced stage of study

and fully intend to embark on a study-related stay abroad – provi-

des a reliable estimate of the proportion of first-degree graduates

who have gained experience abroad during their studies.

Up until now, the percentage for advanced semesters has

been calculated based on first-degree students at universities

from the 8th semester and at universities of applied sciences from

the sixth semester. A comparison of the current Social Survey re-

sults with another as yet unpublished HIS survey revealed, howe-

ver, that the actual student foreign mobility rate was underesti-

mated using these semester limits. It was therefore decided to use

the phase of study in which students accumulate the most experi-

ences abroad as a basis for calculating the predicted rate of study-

related stays abroad among first-degree students. This phase is

from the 9th to the 14th semester for students at universities and

from the 7th to the 11th semester for students at universities of

applied sciences.

In the following section, whenever comparisons are made of

students in advanced semesters over the years, the foreign mobili-

ty rates of the previous Social Surveys have been re-calculated ac-

cording to the new method.

3.1 Type and Scope

Nearly one-third (31%) of the students enrolled in advanced semes-

ters (based on the above definition) during the 2006 summer se-

mester had been on a study-related stay abroad. An additional 6%
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of these reported that they fully intended to spend time studying

abroad before completing their studies (Figure 3.1). It thus stands

to reason that currently an estimated 37% of students who gradua-

te have had study-related experience abroad.

When it comes to students in advanced semesters, the propor-

tion who have had study-related stays abroad rose from one-fifth

in 1991 to nearly one-third in 2003. By 2006, this proportion had

declined slightly (see following overview). The proportion of stu-

dents who have been enrolled in a foreign institution of higher

education more than doubled from 1991 to 2006 (from 7% to 16%).

However, this proportion has risen only gradually since 2000. In

2006, this percentage is virtually at the same level as it was in

2003.

3. German Students Abroad

1 University: 9th semester - 14th semester, university of applied sciences: 7th
semester - 11th semester

DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey

3 Combining the responses from the “positive” categories “perhaps”, “definitely” and
“prepared”

2 Multiple answers possible

4 Combining the responses “no interest” “no chance” and “I don’t know”
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1991
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23

7

9
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12
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32.4
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A cross-section of the first-degree students enrolled in the

2006 summer semester reveals that the proportion of those who

have already had study-related experience abroad is just under

16%. As expected, the proportion of those who have spent study-re-

lated time abroad increases dramatically among students who are

pursuing a graduate degree (41%).

Figure 3.2 shows the foreign mobility rates of first-degree stu-

dents according to the number of semesters completed. Not sur-

prisingly, the more time students have spent studying, the higher
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the proportion of those who have gained experience abroad.

Whereas the proportion of students in their 5th and 6th semesters

with study-related experience abroad is 12%, this figure has tripled

by the 13th and 14th semesters. The proportion of students who

have spent time abroad as a guest student is also at its highest

(20%) among the group of students who are in their 13th and 14th

semesters. In even higher semesters (15th and upwards), the pro-

portion of students who have spent study-related time abroad

declines rapidly (from 37% to 24% for the total percentage of study-
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2 University: 9th semester - 14th semester, university of applied sciences: 7th semester - 11th semester

1 Including foreign students wiith German education



related stays and from 20% to12% for those who studied at a foreign

institution of higher education, Figure 3.2). One of the reasons for

this decline is that there are an above-average proportion of indi-

viduals with experience abroad among students who have suc-

cessfully completed their studies by the 15th semester.

It stands to reason that the international mobility of students

at universities and universities of applied sciences differs due to

the diverging concepts behind the different courses of study, each

with their own time commitments and contents. In general, stu-

dents at universities have a higher degree of international mobili-

ty than students at universities of applied sciences. Based on an

examination of the data for the entire student population during

the 2006 summer semester, nearly 18% of university students and

over 11% of students at universities of applied sciences had gained

study-related experience abroad. Toward the end of their studies,

i.e., when students reach the upper semesters, the proportion of

internationally mobile students rises to approx. 36% at universities

and reaches approx. 21% at universities of applied sciences (Figure

3.2).

An analysis of the entire student population that focuses on

the type of study-related stay abroad reveals that the proportion

of students who were temporarily enrolled at a foreign institution

of higher education rose slightly from 2000 to 2006 whereas the

number of students who have completed an internship or practi-

cum abroad has declined slightly (Figure 3.3). A similar develop-

ment has been observed among students in advanced semesters.
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3.2 Influencing Factors

The proportion of students with study-related experience abroad

varies considerably according to a number of different factors, the

type of institution of higher education (see above) being just one

of these.

Analyzing the data according to subject groups reveals that in

2006 the highest proportion of study-related stays abroad can be

found among students in the areas of medicine and linguistics

and cultural studies (24% and 23%, respectively). By contrast, the

lowest proportion can be found among engineering students

with just under 9%. Only slightly more students in the area of ma-

thematics and natural sciences (11%) have gained study-related ex-

perience abroad. The percentages for the remaining subject

groups range between these two extremes (Figure 3.4, “area of

study”).

Concerning the issue of whether the introduction of new

courses of study (the higher education structural reform introdu-

cing bachelor’s and master’s degrees) has affected the internatio-

nal mobility of students in Germany, it should first be noted that

the data from the 18th Social Survey can only be used to attempt to

answer this question with regard to bachelor’s degree candidates.

According to these results, during the 2006 summer semester,

9.2% of students pursuing a bachelor’s degree and 16.7% of the re-

maining students had spent study-related time abroad. Nonethe-

less, it is important to keep in mind that at the time of the survey,

students in bachelor’s degree programs had studied an average of

four semesters, whereas the remaining students had been enrol-

led for an average of seven semesters.

Calculating the foreign mobility rates for students in a speci-

fic phase of study should thus presumably shed some light on

whether there are differences in the international mobility of stu-

dents pursuing traditional German degrees and students in ba-

chelor’s degree programs. Examining the results for students in

their sixth and seventh semesters (the normal period of study for a

bachelor’s) shows that the proportion of students who have gai-

ned experience abroad is 17% for students pursuing a bachelor’s

degree and 13% for students in the remaining degree programs.

Since the normal period of study for traditional degrees tends to

be nine semesters, it can be assumed that the majority of these

students will not spend time abroad until after their seventh se-

mester. This is confirmed by a foreign mobility rate of 32% for stu-

dents in traditional courses of study who are in their ninth and

tenth semesters. Given that the higher education structural re-

form aims to increase international mobility, by the end of the

normal period of study, the proportion of students with study-re-

lated experience abroad should be higher among bachelor’s can-

didates than among students pursuing a traditional degree.

However, taking into consideration the results for the 2006 sum-

mer semester (foreign mobility rates at the end of the normal peri-

od of study: bachelor’s degrees 17%, traditional degrees 32%), it will

apparently take significant efforts to come closer to achieving this

objective.

International mobility is not only influenced by factors rela-

ting to specific academic degrees. As noted in the past, the social
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Type of stay abroad

Study

Students in all semesters

2000

6.9

2003

7.0

20061

7.2

Internship

Language course
Other

Total3

8.2

4.0

8.0

4.9
2.9

16.9

2.5

16.2

7.7

3.8
2.2

15.8

Type of stay abroad

Study

Internship

Students in advanced 
semesters2

2000 2003

15.2

16.9

16.3

16.8

Language course
Other

Total3

6.2
4.7

8.8
5.2

32.1 32.4

20061

16.4

15.5

6.6
4.1

31.5

1 Including foreign students with German education
2 University: 9th semester- 14th semester, university of applied sciences: 7th semester - 11th

semester
3 multiple answers were possible, the total is lower than the sum of all types of stays ab-

road
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origin of students remains a significant factor. A comparison ac-

cording to the four social groups of origin that were used in the

Social Survey7  shows that the proportion of students who have

spent study-related time abroad is more than twice as large

among students at the top of the social ladder as at the bottom (Fi-

gure 3.4, see “social groups of origin”). For example, among stu-

dents in advanced semesters, the proportion who have benefited

from experience abroad rises, depending on their social origin,

ranges from 10% (“low” group of origin) to 21% (“upper” group of

origin). Assuming that experience abroad enhances an individu-

al’s opportunities on the labor market, the different rates of inter-

national mobility, which are linked to students’ social origins, re-

present a factor that leads to unequal employment opportunities

for graduates.

7
 Calculated according to the occupational position, educational/vocatio-
nal degrees and level of schooling of the parents (for more information,
see the main report of the 18th Social Survey, 2007, p. 492f – only
available in German).
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Taking into account the total student population during the

2006 summer semester, regardless of the number of semesters

studied, students who receive financial aid through BAföG (Ger-

many’s Federal Law on Education and Training Promotion) enjoy

significantly less international mobility than students who do not

receive financial aid (11% for parent-dependent aid, 9% for parent-

independent aid vs. 16% among those who have not received aid,

Figure 3.4, “BAföG status”). This can be explained by the fact that

current BAföG recipients have been studying for an average of five

semesters, whereas those who receive no BAföG aid have already

been studying for seven semesters. This discrepancy levels off

among students in advanced semesters. Toward the end of their

studies, the rate of parent-dependent and parent-independent

aid recipients who have benefited from study-related stays abroad

(34% and 33%, respectively) is virtually identical to the rate for stu-

dents who have received no BAföG (33%). It is interesting to note

that parent-dependent aid recipients are the leading group when

it comes to studying abroad.
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Characteristics

Stays abroad Study abroad Stays abroad

Students in all semesters

2003 20062 2003 20062
Students in advanced semesters1

2003 20062

1. Gender

Male

Female

2. Socioeconomic group

14 13

19 19

6 6

8 9

29 26

36 38

Lower

Middle

High

Upper

10

13

9

12

16

21

16

21

3. Institution of higher education

University

University of applied sciences

4. Area of study

18 18

12 11

4

5

4

5

7

9

7

10

18

27

19

26

31

41

31

39

8 8

4 4

36 36

24 21

Study abroad

2003 20062

15 13

18 20

8

12

10

13

16

22

16

21

19 20

10 9

Engineering

Linguistics & cultural studies

Mathematics & natural sciences

Medicine

13

22

9

23

12

24

11

24

Economics, bus. admin. & law

Social science, psych. & education

5. BAföG status

Parent-dependent aid

17

13

17

14

10 11

4

12

3

12

5

7

5

6

28

41

17

44

30

44

27

47

8

5

9

6

4 5

32

23

33

25

36 34

Parent-independent aid

Former BAföG recipient

No BAföG

6. Parental status

9

21

9

22

18 16

With child
Without child

11
17

11
16

4

9

3

11

8 7

22

27

33

28

35 33

3
7

5
7

13
34

15
33

11

25

8

27

13

12

14

12

20

11

20

13

21 19

14

12

10

15

17 17

4
17

6
17

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
1 University: 9th semester- 14th semester, university of applied sciences: 7th semester - 11th semester
2  Including foreign students with German education



When it comes to gender differences, the proportion of fema-

le students who have completed study-related stays abroad is

substantially higher than the corresponding proportion of male

students (Figure 3.4, “gender”). Based on the overall student body,

irregardless of the number of semesters studied, during the 2006

summer semester both the general foreign mobility rate for wo-

men (19% vs. 13%) and the proportion of women who were enrolled

at a foreign institution of higher education (9% vs. 6%) was higher.

In advanced semesters, i.e., toward the end of their studies, this

difference becomes even more apparent: 38% of female students

and 26% of male students had spent study-related time abroad,

and 20% of these women and 13% of these men had been tempora-

rily enrolled at a foreign institution of higher education. Taking

into account the trends in foreign mobility rates for students in

advanced semesters, between 2003 and 2006, there was a slight

increase in the differences between men and women in terms of

international mobility.

One obvious explanation for this disparity is that the two gen-

ders tend to pursue degrees in different areas of study. Women

are overrepresented in courses of study where students more

commonly spend time abroad. However, a comparison according

to subject areas shows that the proportion of women who have

spent study-related time abroad – with the exception of the sub-

ject area of medicine/health sciences – is equal to or higher than

the corresponding proportion of men. In general, it can thus be

said that women have a higher level of international mobility.

Female and male students in different subject groups who had

spent time abroad before the 2006 summer semester, in %, regard-

less of the number of semesters enrolled

Subject area Women Men

Engineering 11 9

Linguistics & cultural studies 27 16

Mathematics & natural sciences 12 11

Medicine, health sciences  23  27

Economics, bus. administration & law 20  15

Soc. sciences, psychology & ed. 14 14

Finally, it should be noted that students with children, as anti-

cipated, less commonly venture on a study-related stay abroad

than students without children (Figure 3.4, “parenthood”). There

are virtually no differences between mothers and fathers: 12% of

the female students with children and 11% of the male students

with children spend time abroad. With regard to the objective of

enhancing international mobility, and thereby increasing stu-

dents’ opportunities on the job market, becoming a parent while

pursuing studies tends to result in a handicap for students.

As previously mentioned, the international mobility of stu-

dents at universities is considerably greater than among students

at universities of applied sciences (Figure 3.2 and 3.4, “type of in-

stitution of higher education”). Based on the results presented

here, this can be explained by the fact that the less mobile men are

significantly overrepresented at universities of applied sciences;

there are a larger proportion of less internationally mobile stu-

dents from lower social groups of origin; and, finally, the subject

groups at universities of applied sciences are predominantly those
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where students traditionally have a low degree of international

mobility.

Taking into account only those students who are pursuing a

bachelor’s degree and have not transferred to another degree

program during their studies, the proportion of those who have

spent study-related time abroad is 10% at universities and 8% at

universities of applied sciences. There is reason to believe that the

ongoing introduction of bachelor’s degrees will result in a further

reduction in the disparities between the two types of institutions

of higher education with regard to foreign mobility rates (2006:

18% and 11% of all students).

The Influence of Different Areas of Study
Depending on the area of study, there are substantial differences

in the general degree of international mobility and in the type of

study abroad (Figure 3.5). When it comes to “international mobili-

ty in upper semesters”, students of medicine (47%) and linguistics

and cultural studies (44%) spend by far the most amount of time

abroad (Figure 3.4). However, there are significant differences bet-

ween these two subject groups with regard to the selected type of

stay abroad. Whereas prospective physicians most often opt for

an internship or practicum abroad (36%), the most common form
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Area of study

Type of stay abroad

Study

2003 2006

Internship

2003 2006

Language
course

2003 2006

Other

2003 20061

Engineering

Linguistics &
cultural studies

Mathematics &
natural sciences

Students in all semesters

4 3

12

5

12

5

7 6

8

6

9

5

3 2

8

2

7

2

3 1

4

3

4

2

Medicine

Economics, bus.
admin. & law
Social science,
psych. & educa-
tion

Area of study

7

8

6

9

5

Students in advanced semesters2

6

Engineering

Linguistics &
cultural studies

Mathematics &
natural sciences

Medicine

11

25

8

27

13

12

14

12

19

9

18

9

7 7

4

7

3

5

4 3

16

15

11

16

14

37

11

36

5

14

3

12

5

7

3

6

2

1

3

1

2 2

5

8

1

8

8

4

6

5
Economics, bus.
admin. & law
Social science,
psych. & educa-
tion

20

11

20

13

17

11

16

13

12

7

9

5

2

4

1

3

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
1 Including students with German education
2 University: 9th semester- 14th semester, university of applied sciences:

7th semester - 11th semester



of stay abroad for linguistics and cultural studies is as a guest stu-

dent (27%).

The results also clearly show that in the subject area of engi-

neering there has been a decline in the proportion of students in

each type of stay abroad from 2003 to 2006.

Figure 3.6 shows changes, based on the individual subject are-

as, in the proportions of students who studied abroad from 1991 to

2006. According to the figures for advanced semesters, the pro-

portion of students in all subject areas – with the exception of lin-

guistics and cultural studies – who have studied abroad has at

least doubled during this period. Back in 1991, the proportion of

students who had studied abroad in the area of linguistics and

cultural studies was 21%, which was substantially higher than the

other subject groups. In 2006, the rate for this group was 27%, me-

aning that the gap to the other subject areas has been reduced

considerably.

3.3 Host Countries and Organizations
This section describes host countries and continents for German

students studying abroad (Figure 3.7, Figure 3.8). However, it only

focuses on studies and internships in foreign countries because

these are the most common and the most important types of stays

in terms of subsequent job opportunities on the labor market.

53GERMAN STUDENTS ABROAD

According to the results of the 18th Social Survey, there has

been a slight change in the ratings for the most popular host

countries for studies abroad. In contrast to 2003, the top countries

are no longer the UK, France and Spain, in first second and third

place in terms of popularity, but rather France, Spain and the UK

in that order (Figure 3.7).

The ratings for internships differ: France is also in first place

here, as the most popular destination with 10.5%, but it is closely

followed by the USA with 9.9%.
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Area of study

Engineering

1991 1994

Students in all semesters

1 2

1997 2000

3 4

2003 20061

4 3
Linguistics & cul-
tural studies

Mathematics &
natural sciences

Medicine
Economics, bus.
admin. & law

10

2

12

4

4

4

4

5

12

5

13

4

5

8

5

9

12

5

12

5

7

8

6

9

Social science,
psych. & educati-
on

Area of study

Engineering
Linguistics & cul-
tural studies

1

Students in advanced semesters2

2

3

21

3

23

Mathematics &
natural sciences

Medicine
Economics, bus.
admin. & law
Social science,
psych. & educa-
tion

5

6

8

8

7

3

10

4

4 4

6

21

8

28

5 6

11

25

8

27

9

8

11

8

16

8

19

8

13

12

14

12

20

11

20

13

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey

France

Studium

16.31

Praktikum

10.45

Spain

UK

USA

Italy

14.72

10.53

6.48

7.7

8.02

5.85

9.86

2.53

Sweden

Austria

Switzerland

5.59

2.39

1.21

5.61

2.61 5.18
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Continent

Europe

Study

2003

Internship

20061 2003 20061

Africa

- EU countries (before 2004)

- EU accession states

68

4

- Rest of Europe 6

1

64

6

43

3

7

1

8

6

42

5

9

8

America

Asia

Australia/Oceania

Total

14

4

3

100

14

4

26

8

4

100

6

100

20

11

4

100

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
1 Including foreign students with German education

1 Including foreign students with German education
2 University: 9th semester- 14th semester, university of applied sciences:

7th semester - 11th semester
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France

Spain

UK

USA

Italy

Sweden

Austria

Switzerland

10.5

6.5

7.7

9.9

2.5

1.2

5.6

5.2

16.3

14.7

10.5

8.0

5.9

5.6

2.4

2.6

DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey

Study
Internship



As in 2003, more than three-quarters of all study-related stays

abroad are spent in European countries (Figure 3.8), with EU

countries clearly dominating the field. More than half of all in-

ternships abroad also take place in European countries. Compa-

red with the results for 2003, there have been some slight shifts in

foreign internships. The proportion of students who complete an

internship in America has declined from 26% to 20%. However, the

number of students who opt for an internship on the American

continent (20%) still remains significantly higher than the percen-

tage who pursue partial studies (14%). Half the internships in Ame-

rica take place in the USA, followed in second place by Canada

with approx. 12%. Nearly one-third of the internships on the Afri-

can continent take place in South Africa, while the extremely

small proportion of German students who study in Africa – just

under 1% of all studies abroad – are limited to South Africa (89%)

and Egypt (11%).
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Nearly half the students with study-related experience abroad

are participants in a program (Figure 3.9). Compared with 2003,

the proportion of German students who went abroad as part of

the ERASMUS program has risen from 26% to 30%. The proportion

of participants in the ERASMUS program has risen in all subject

groups. Conversely, there has been a decline in the proportion of

students in all areas of study who went abroad without the help of

an organized program. As usual, students in the area of linguistics

and cultural studies are the most common group to venture ab-

road in conjunction with a program. By contrast, medical stu-

dents remain the main group that organizes its own stays abroad,

just as it was in 2003 (73%, Figure 3.9). Within the group of econo-

mics, business administration and law there are also differences

when it comes to ways of organizing stays abroad. Law students

most commonly go abroad with the ERASMUS program. This con-

trasts with their fellow students in economics, who have by far the

largest proportion of participants in exchange programs offered

by institutions of higher education.

The preferred form of organization among students also va-

ries depending on the type of institution of higher education that

they attend. A significantly higher proportion of students at uni-

versities take part in ERASMUS than students at universities of

applied sciences (32% vs. 22%). By contrast, students at universities

of applied sciences are more likely to go abroad without any orga-

nizational assistance than students at universities (57% vs. 47%).

3.4 Financing and Length of Stay

As in previous years, in 2006, most students rely on different types

of financing to pay for their study-related stays abroad (mixed fi-

nancing). Parents and spouses/partners remain the main source

of financing (Figure 3.10). More than three-quarters of the stu-

dents who have been a guest student abroad (partial studies) de-
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Area of study

Type of organization  2003

Engineering

ERAS-
MUS

20

Other
EU

progr.

4

Univ.

exch.

progr

7

Other
progr.

9

Indiv. or-
ganized

60

Linguistics &
cultural studies

Mathematics &
natural scienc-
es

Medicine
Economics,
bus. admin. &
law

33

21

2

2

12

30

1

2

8

9

12

13

4

9

6

7

44

55

78

52

Social science,
psych. & educa-
tion

Total

Area of study

Engineering

24

26

3

2

Type of organization  20061

22 3

Linguistics &
cultural studies

Mathematics &
natural scienc-
es

Medicine
Economics,
bus. admin. &
law

38

27

2

2

15

32

0

1

9

8

15

10

9 9

49

53

58

9

8

11

11

6

13

6

7

40

52

73

47

Social science,
psych. & educa-
tion

Total

28

30

2

2

12

10

10

9

48

49

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
1 Including non-mobile foreign students
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Source of income

Type of stay

Study

2003 20061

Internship

2003 20061

Language
course

2003 20061

Parents/partner

BAföG

Income – before2

Income - during3

77

22

78

27

48

13

45

10

59

7

59

10

50

38

50

34

66

4

63

8

49

4

52

6

European scholarship

German scholarship

Other scholarship

Education loan

36

18

38

15

9

1

9

4

Other sources 7 8

5

9

5

8

2

0

3

2

3

7

5

6

3

0

4

1

7 8 5 7

2 Earned before the stay abroad
3 Earned during the stay abroad

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
1 Including foreign students with German education



pend on this source of funding. The proportion of students who

receive a scholarship to finance their studies abroad (EU scholar-

ship, German scholarship or other scholarship) remains with 62%

at a similar high level as in 2003. It should also be noted that – to a

greater degree than in 2003 – BAföG is used to finance stays ab-

road, particularly for partial studies in foreign countries. As expec-

ted, this source of funding for stays abroad is used primarily by

students from lower groups of social origin. Nevertheless, there

are relatively large numbers of students who use their own funds

to finance their stays abroad. Although this accounts for a slightly

smaller percentage than in 2003, almost half the students (45%)

still finance their partial studies abroad with personal earnings

that were acquired before their departure from Germany and 10%

also worked during their study stay abroad (Figure 3.10).

Internships abroad and language courses in foreign countries

are also primarily financed by students’ families. Personal earn-

ings preceding such a stay abroad are the second most important

source of financing. The proportion of students who finance their

internships abroad through their own employment during their

stay has decreased slightly (from 38% in 2003 to 34% in 2006).

An average of eight months is spent studying abroad (Figure

3.11). More than half the students remain up to six months abroad

and approx. 40% remain seven to twelve months. Only just under

6% of the students remain longer than a year for their studies ab-

road. Compared to 2003, the proportion of students who remain

up to six months has risen substantially (from 45% in 2003 to 54%

in 2006). By contrast, the proportion of those who remain seven to

twelve months has declined rapidly (from 50% in 2003 to 40% in

2006). As anticipated, considerably less time is spent on interns-

hips and language courses abroad. The average internship lasts

four months and students spend on average two months atten-

ding language courses. These figures have remained unchanged

since 2003.
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3.5 Obstacles to Studying Abroad

Students were asked to rate 11 statements according to the extent

that the described circumstances influenced their personal views

on study-related stays abroad. The rating scale ranged from 1 (=

not at all) to 5 (= very strongly).

According to the results, the anticipated extra financial bur-

den was by far the most important factor influencing students'

personal views on study-related stays abroad (Figure 3.12). This re-

sponse came from 65% of the students who had never been abroad

and more than half the students who had already spent time

studying abroad. This means that the extra financial burden from

studying abroad has become an even greater concern among stu-

dents than it was in 2003. A comparison according to gender reve-

als that women were more strongly influenced by this factor than

men (67% vs. 60%, combining the rating “strongly” and “very

strongly”). The clearest differences emerged in connection with

the social origins of the students. Whereas 79% of the students

from the low social group of origin reported that the extra financi-

al burden of studying abroad very strongly influenced their views,

this proportion gradually declined among groups that are higher

on the social ladder to 72% (middle group of social origin) and 64%

(high group of social origin) and 51% among the upper group of

social origin.

Among students who had not yet been abroad, the second

most strongly influencing factor was the possible separation from

their spouses/partners or circle of friends: 47% saw this as a (very)

strongly influencing factor. This played a more important role

among female students than among male students (49% vs. 40%,

Figure 3.12).

After the expected extra financial burden and the separation

from spouses/partners and friends, the next most important fac-

tor influencing students' personal views on study-related stays ab-

road was the expected delay in completing their degree. This opi-

nion was shared by 44% of the students who had not yet been ab-

road (2003: 39%). This was confirmed by roughly one-third of the

students who had been abroad. In contrast to 2003, where more

FFFFiiiigggguuuurrrreeee 3333....11111111 LLLLeeeennnnggggtttthhhh ooooffff ssssttttaaaayyyy aaaabbbbrrrrooooaaaadddd
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Length of stay

Type of stay

Study

2000 2003 20061

Internship

2000 2003 20061

Mean (months)

Median (months)

Students in %

- Up to 6 months

8.9

8

8.3

8

44 45

8

6

4

3

53.7 87

4

3

3.9

3

88 88.2

- From 7 to 12 months

- From 13 to 18 months

- 19 months and more

47

5

50

2

4 3

40.4

2.7

12

1
3.2

11

1

10.7

1.1

Language course

2000 2003 20061

Other

2000

2.6

2

2.4

1

93 95

2.3

1

4.1

2

94.1 79

2003 20061

3.8

2

4

2

83 77.4

7

-

5

-

- -

5.5

0.4

16

3

- 2

14

1

19.9

2.5

2 0.2
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male than female students feared that a stay abroad would result

in lost time (45% of the men vs. 40% of the women), the gender ra-

tio was inversed in 2006 and more women than men rated a delay

in completing their studies as a factor that (very) strongly influen-

ced their views (46% vs. 39%).

Nearly one-third of the students who had not been abroad

and 17% of the students who had been abroad assume that studies

abroad will only be of limited value to their course of studies in

Germany. Students generally held this view across the board, re-

gardless of gender, social origin and area of study; however, a hig-

her percentage of students at universities of applied sciences (27%)

reported that this was a concern than among university students

(17%).

Equal proportions of students who had been abroad and stu-

dents who had not yet been abroad (24% in each case) were con-

cerned that their academic achievements abroad would not be re-

cognized. Here there were no major differences between the

groups of social origin. However, this time, in contrast to 2003, a

slightly larger proportion of women than men feared that they

would run into difficulties acquiring an equivalency in Germany

for their academic achievements abroad (26% of the women vs.

22% of the men).

A significant proportion of the students said that their perso-

nal views of studying abroad were strongly influenced by their

lack of sufficient foreign language skills. This was reported by 24%

of those who had not been abroad and 18% of those who had alrea-

dy been abroad. This view is shared by equal proportions of fema-

le and male students and is held by slightly more students from lo-

wer groups of origin (low: 28%, upper: 22%).

3.6 Intentions

When asked if they intended during their studies to spend time

on a study-related stay abroad – or embark an additional stay ab-

road – 15% of students pursuing their first degree said that they

"most definitely" intended to gain study-related experience ab-

road and a further 8% said that they had already made concrete

plans for such stays.

An additional 16% expressed no interest in a study-related stay

abroad and 26% felt that they had no chance of realizing such

plans. This latter opinion was held by a larger proportion of wo-

men than men (29% vs. 24%), although women tend to enjoy a hig-

her degree of international mobility (see Figure 3.4). Equal pro-

portions of men and women (23%) indicated that they fully inten-

ded to venture on a study-related stay abroad (Figure 3.13).

There is a clear connection between students’ intentions with

regard to international mobility and their social origins (Figure

3.14): 17% of the students from the “low” group of origin intend to

spend time abroad. This proportion increases among groups that

are higher on the social ladder, all the way to 30% among students

from the “upper” group of origin (sum of the response categories

“yes, definitely” and “yes, I have already taken concrete prepara-

tory steps”). However, an attitude of indifference toward a study-

related stay abroad and the opinion that there is no chance of rea-
DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey
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With

Without

With

Without

With

Without

With

Without
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Without

15

12

24

24

17

27

34

44

9

21

54

65

28

37

30

47

14

19

14

13

18

24

21

26

21

25

17

21

17

18

15

24

20

16

19

19

20

17

22

28

20

24

18

22

64

62

54

51

66

53

49

38

76

55

27

19

53

44

50

36

63

52

66

63

64

54

Delay in course of studies

Limited use to studies in Germany

Problems with recognition of academic achievements abroad

Entry restrictions of the preferred host country

Lack of personal drive

Extra financial burden

Fewer sources of financing – loss of income

Separation from spouse, partner, children, friends

Housing problems in host country

Difficulties acquiring information

Insufficient language skills

Not at allUndecided(Very) strongly

Influenced:



lizing such plans is more often held by students from the lower

groups of origin than by those in the upper groups.

Presumably, as students get older, there is an increasingly

smaller proportion among them who intend to spend time on a

study-related stay abroad (see following overview).

Students who fully intend to embark on a study-related stay abroad

during their studies (in %, according to age group, sum of the re-

sponse categories “yes, definitely” and “yes, I have already taken

concrete preparatory steps”)

Age group Proportion

Up to age 21 35

22-23 years 30

24-25 years 18

26-27 years 13

28-29 years 12

Age 30 and older    5

Finally, it should be noted that the proportion of students who

could be deemed generally resistant to mobility – namely those

who explicitly stated that they had no interest in a stay abroad –

has remained virtually unchanged since 2003 (16% vs. 15%)
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1 bereits studienbezogenen Auslandsaufenthalt durchgeführt
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Plans to go abroad
Social origins

No, not interested

Low

20

Middle

17

High

17

Upper

13

No, not possible

Don't know

Yes, maybe

Yes, definitely

29

12

30

13

21

12

22

13

26

12

23

11

24

14

23

19
Yes, have already made

concrete preparations

Total

5

100

6

100

7

100

11

100

 DSW/HIS 18th Social Survey

FFFFiiiigggguuuurrrreeee 3333....11113333 IIIInnnntttteeeennnnttttiiiioooonnnnssss ooooffff ssssttttuuuuddddeeeennnnttttssss ttttoooo ssssppppeeeennnndddd ssssttttuuuuddddyyyy----rrrreeeellllaaaatttteeeedddd ttttiiiimmmmeeee
aaaabbbbrrrrooooaaaadddd,,,, aaaaccccccccoooorrrrddddiiiinnnngggg ttttoooo ggggeeeennnnddddeeeerrrr
ffffiiiirrrrsssstttt----ddddeeeeggggrrrreeeeeeee ssssttttuuuuddddiiiieeeessss,,,, iiiinnnn %%%%

Plans to go abroad
Gender

Total

No, not interested

Male

16

Female

16 16

No, not possible

Don't know

Yes, maybe

Yes, definitely

24

12

29

11

25

16

21

14

26

12

23

15
Yes, have already made

concrete preparations

Total

7

100

9

100

8

100
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Monbijouplatz 11 – 10178 Berlin

Berlin, im Mai 2006

LLLLiieebbee  SSttuudiieebbee  SSttuudddeeeennnnttttiiiinnnn,,,,
lllliiiieeeebbbbeeeerrrr    SSSSttttuuuuddddeeeennnntttt,,,,

wir bitten Sie herzlich, sich an der 18. Sozialerhebung des Deutschen Studentenwerks zu beteiligen.

Sie ist die wichtigste Befragung unter Studierenden in Deutschland. 

Seit 1994 werden auch ausländische Studierende nach ihrer Studiensituation in Deutschland gefragt.

Die Ergebnisse der Sozialerhebung sind eine wichtige Informationsgrundlage für Politik, Hochschulen

und Studentenwerke, zum Beispiel für den Ausbau der Service- und Beratungsangebote für 

ausländische Studierende. 

EEEEssss    iiiisssstttt    uuuunnnnsssseeeerrrr    ZZZZiiiieeeellll,,,,    ddddiiiieeee    ssssoooozzzziiiiaaaalllleeee    uuuunnnndddd    wwwwiiiirrrrttttsssscccchhhhaaaaffffttttlllliiiicccchhhheeee    SSSSiiiittttuuuuaaaattttiiiioooonnnn    ddddeeeerrrr    aaaauuuusssslllläääännnnddddiiiisssscccchhhheeeennnn    SSSSttttuuuuddddiiiieeeerrrreeeennnnddddeeeennnn    iiiinnnn

DDDDeeeeuuuuttttsssscccchhhhllllaaaannnndddd    zzzzuuuu    vvvveeeerrrrbbbbeeeesssssssseeeerrrrnnnn,,,,    PPPPrrrroooobbbblllleeeemmmmeeee    zzzzuuuu    eeeerrrrkkkkeeeennnnnnnneeeennnn    uuuunnnndddd    HHHHiiiillllffffeeeennnn    aaaannnnzzzzuuuubbbbiiiieeeetttteeeennnn....

Sie erhalten diesen Fragebogen, weil Ihre Adresse von Ihrer Hochschule nach dem Zufallsprinzip aus

der Studierendendatei ausgewählt wurde. Ihre Teilnahme ist selbstverständlich freiwillig. Ihre 

AAAAnnnnggggaaaabbbbeeeennnn    bbbblllleeeeiiiibbbbeeeennnn    aaaannnnoooonnnnyyyymmmm,,,,    das heißt    Rückschlüsse auf Ihre Person sind nicht möglich.

Wenn Sie etwas nicht beantworten können, lassen Sie bitte diese Antwort frei und gehen einfach 

zur nächsten Frage über. 

Wir haben eine Website – wwwwwwwwwwww....ssssoooozzzziiiiaaaalllleeeerrrrhhhheeeebbbbuuuunnnngggg....ddddeeee – eingerichtet. Hier finden Sie weitere 

Informationen (z. B. Adressen, Telefon-Nummern) zur Befragung, zu Ergebnissen bisheriger 

Untersuchungen und können Ihre Fragen an uns stellen. 

Bitte schicken Sie den ausgefüllten Fragebogen möglichst bbbbiiiissss    zzzzuuuummmm    33330000....    JJJJuuuunnnniiii    2222000000006666    ohne Angabe Ihres

Namens und Ihrer Adresse im beigefügten FFFFrrrreeeeiiiiuuuummmmsssscccchhhhllllaaaagggg an das Forschungsinstitut HIS Hochschul-

Informations-System. Sie müssen kein Porto bezahlen!

VVVViiiieeeelllleeeennnn    DDDDaaaannnnkkkk    ffffüüüürrrr    IIIIhhhhrrrreeee    MMMMiiiittttaaaarrrrbbbbeeeeiiiitttt!!!!

Mit freundlichen Grüßen

Achim Meyer auf der Heyde

Generalsekretär des Deutschen Studentenwerks 



Berlin, May 2006 

Dear student,

We would like to invite you to take part in the 18th Social Survey of the Deutsches Studentenwerk

(German National Association for Student Affairs). This is the most important survey of students 

conducted in Germany. 

Since 1994, foreign students have also been regularly asked about their living situations and studies in 

Germany. The results of the Social Survey are a key source of information for government policymakers, 

colleges/universities, and student services organisations, for example, when deciding whether or not to 

expand services and counselling for foreign students. 

Our goal is to improve the social and economic situation of foreign students in Germany, recognize 

problems, and offer assistance. 

You have received this questionnaire because your address was selected at random from student files 

by your college/university. Your participation is of course voluntary. YYour answers will remain 

anonymous, in other words, no one will know your identity. 

If you cannot answer a question, please skip it and proceed to the next one. 

We have created a website – wwww.sozialerhebung.de – where you will find additional information on 

the questionnaire (for example, addresses, telephone numbers), the results of past surveys, and a 

contact link giving you an opportunity to ask us questions. 

Please use the enclosed pprepaid envelope (without your name or return address) to send your 

completed questionnaire bby 30 June 2006 to the HIS Hochschul-Informations-System research 

institute. You do not need to pay for postage! 

Thank you for your participation!

Kind regards, 

Achim Meyer auf der Heyde 

Secretary General of the Deutsches Studentenwerk 
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World Bank list of economies (July 2006)

1
2

Economy Code

Afghanistan
Albania

AFG
ALB

Region Income group

South Asia
Europe & Central Asia

Low income
Lower middle income

Lending
category Other

IDA
Blend

3
4
5
6

Algeria
American Samoa

DZA
ASM

Andorra
Angola

ADO
AGO

7
8
9

10

Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina

ATG
ARG

Armenia
Aruba

ARM
ABW

Middle East & North Africa
East Asia & Pacific

Lower middle income
Upper middle income

..
Sub-Saharan Africa

High income: nonOECD
Lower middle income

IBRD
..
..
IDA

..
Latin America & Caribbean

High income: nonOECD
Upper middle income

Europe & Central Asia
..

Lower middle income
High income: nonOECD

IBRD
IBRD
IDA
..

11
12
13
14

Australia
Austria

AUS
AUT

Azerbaijan
Bahamas, The

AZE
BHS

15
16
17
18

Bahrain
Bangladesh

BHR
BGD

Barbados
Belarus

BRB
BLR

..

..
High income: OECD
High income: OECD

Europe & Central Asia
..

Lower middle income
High income: nonOECD

..

.. EMU
Blend
..

..
South Asia

High income: nonOECD
Low income

Latin America & Caribbean
Europe & Central Asia

Upper middle income
Lower middle income

..
IDA
..
IBRD

19
20
21
22

Belgium
Belize

BEL
BLZ

Benin
Bermuda

BEN
BMU

23
24
25
26

Bhutan
Bolivia

BTN
BOL

Bosnia and Herzegovina
Botswana

BIH
BWA

..
Latin America & Caribbean

High income: OECD
Upper middle income

Sub-Saharan Africa
..

Low income
High income: nonOECD

..
IBRD

EMU

IDA
..

HIPC

South Asia
Latin America & Caribbean

Low income
Lower middle income

Europe & Central Asia
Sub-Saharan Africa

Lower middle income
Upper middle income

IDA
Blend HIPC
Blend
IBRD

27
28
29
30

Brazil
Brunei Darussalam

BRA
BRN

Bulgaria
Burkina Faso

BGR
BFA

31
32
33
34

Burundi
Cambodia

BDI
KHM

Cameroon
Canada

CMR
CAN

Latin America & Caribbean
..

Lower middle income
High income: nonOECD

Europe & Central Asia
Sub-Saharan Africa

Lower middle income
Low income

IBRD
..
IBRD
IDA HIPC

Sub-Saharan Africa
East Asia & Pacific

Low income
Low income

Sub-Saharan Africa
..

Lower middle income
High income: OECD

IDA
IDA

HIPC

IDA
..

HIPC

35
36
37
38

Cape Verde
Cayman Islands

CPV
CYM

Central African Republic
Chad

CAF
TCD

39
40
41
42

Channel Islands
Chile

CHI
CHL

China
Colombia

CHN
COL

Sub-Saharan Africa
..

Lower middle income
High income: nonOECD

Sub-Saharan Africa
Sub-Saharan Africa

Low income
Low income

IDA
..
IDA
IDA

HIPC
HIPC

..
Latin America & Caribbean

High income: nonOECD
Upper middle income

East Asia & Pacific
Latin America & Caribbean

Lower middle income
Lower middle income

..
IBRD
IBRD
IBRD

43
44
45
46

Comoros
Congo, Dem. Rep.

COM
ZAR

Congo, Rep.
Costa Rica

COG
CRI

47
48
49
50

Côte d'Ivoire
Croatia

CIV
HRV

Cuba
Cyprus

CUB
CYP

Sub-Saharan Africa
Sub-Saharan Africa

Low income
Low income

Sub-Saharan Africa
Latin America & Caribbean

Lower middle income
Upper middle income

IDA
IDA

HIPC
HIPC

IDA
IBRD

HIPC

Sub-Saharan Africa
Europe & Central Asia

Low income
Upper middle income

Latin America & Caribbean
..

Lower middle income
High income: nonOECD

IDA
IBRD

HIPC

..

..
51
52
53
54

Czech Republic
Denmark

CZE
DNK

Djibouti
Dominica

DJI
DMA

55
56
57
58

Dominican Republic
Ecuador

DOM
ECU

Egypt, Arab Rep.
El Salvador

EGY
SLV

Europe & Central Asia
..

Upper middle income
High income: OECD

Middle East & North Africa
Latin America & Caribbean

Lower middle income
Upper middle income

..

..
IDA
Blend

Latin America & Caribbean
Latin America & Caribbean

Lower middle income
Lower middle income

Middle East & North Africa
Latin America & Caribbean

Lower middle income
Lower middle income

IBRD
IBRD
IBRD
IBRD

59
60
61

Equatorial Guinea
Eritrea

GNQ
ERI

Estonia EST

Sub-Saharan Africa
Sub-Saharan Africa

Upper middle income
Low income

Europe & Central Asia Upper middle income

IBRD
IDA HIPC
IBRD
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62 Ethiopia ETH
63
64
65
66

Faeroe Islands
Fiji

FRO
FJI

Finland
France

FIN
FRA

Sub-Saharan Africa Low income IDA HIPC
..
East Asia & Pacific

High income: nonOECD
Lower middle income

..

..
High income: OECD
High income: OECD

..
IBRD
..
..

EMU
EMU

67
68
69
70

French Polynesia
Gabon

PYF
GAB

Gambia, The
Georgia

GMB
GEO

71
72
73
74

Germany
Ghana

DEU
GHA

Greece
Greenland

GRC
GRL

..
Sub-Saharan Africa

High income: nonOECD
Upper middle income

Sub-Saharan Africa
Europe & Central Asia

Low income
Lower middle income

..
IBRD
IDA
IDA

HIPC

..
Sub-Saharan Africa

High income: OECD
Low income

..

..
High income: OECD
High income: nonOECD

..
IDA

EMU
HIPC

..

..
EMU

75
76
77
78

Grenada
Guam

GRD
GUM

Guatemala
Guinea

GTM
GIN

79
80
81
82

Guinea-Bissau
Guyana

GNB
GUY

Haiti
Honduras

HTI
HND

Latin America & Caribbean
..

Upper middle income
High income: nonOECD

Latin America & Caribbean
Sub-Saharan Africa

Lower middle income
Low income

Blend
..
IBRD
IDA HIPC

Sub-Saharan Africa
Latin America & Caribbean

Low income
Lower middle income

Latin America & Caribbean
Latin America & Caribbean

Low income
Lower middle income

IDA
IDA

HIPC
HIPC

IDA
IDA

HIPC
HIPC

83
84
85
86

Hong Kong, China
Hungary

HKG
HUN

Iceland
India

ISL
IND

87
88
89
90

Indonesia
Iran, Islamic Rep.

IDN
IRN

Iraq
Ireland

IRQ
IRL

..
Europe & Central Asia

High income: nonOECD
Upper middle income

..
South Asia

High income: OECD
Low income

..
IBRD
..
Blend

East Asia & Pacific
Middle East & North Africa

Lower middle income
Lower middle income

Middle East & North Africa
..

Lower middle income
High income: OECD

Blend
IBRD
IBRD
.. EMU

91
92
93
94

Isle of Man
Israel

IMY
ISR

Italy
Jamaica

ITA
JAM

95
96
97
98

Japan
Jordan

JPN
JOR

Kazakhstan
Kenya

KAZ
KEN

..

..
High income: nonOECD
High income: nonOECD

..
Latin America & Caribbean

High income: OECD
Lower middle income

..

..

..
IBRD

EMU

..
Middle East & North Africa

High income: OECD
Lower middle income

Europe & Central Asia
Sub-Saharan Africa

Lower middle income
Low income

..
IBRD
IBRD
IDA

99
100
101
102

Kiribati
Korea, Dem. Rep.

KIR
PRK

Korea, Rep.
Kuwait

KOR
KWT

103
104
105
106

Kyrgyz Republic
Lao PDR

KGZ
LAO

Latvia
Lebanon

LVA
LBN

East Asia & Pacific
East Asia & Pacific

Lower middle income
Low income

..

..
High income: OECD
High income: nonOECD

IDA
..
IBRD
..

Europe & Central Asia
East Asia & Pacific

Low income
Low income

Europe & Central Asia
Middle East & North Africa

Upper middle income
Upper middle income

IDA
IDA

HIPC

IBRD
IBRD

107
108
109
110

Lesotho
Liberia

LSO
LBR

Libya
Liechtenstein

LBY
LIE

111
112
113
114

Lithuania
Luxembourg

LTU
LUX

Macao, China
Macedonia, FYR

MAC
MKD

Sub-Saharan Africa
Sub-Saharan Africa

Lower middle income
Low income

Middle East & North Africa
..

Upper middle income
High income: nonOECD

IDA
IDA HIPC
IBRD
..

Europe & Central Asia
..

Upper middle income
High income: OECD

..
Europe & Central Asia

High income: nonOECD
Lower middle income

IBRD
.. EMU
..
IBRD

115
116
117
118

Madagascar
Malawi

MDG
MWI

Malaysia
Maldives

MYS
MDV

119
120
121
122

Mali
Malta

MLI
MLT

Marshall Islands
Mauritania

MHL
MRT

Sub-Saharan Africa
Sub-Saharan Africa

Low income
Low income

East Asia & Pacific
South Asia

Upper middle income
Lower middle income

IDA
IDA

HIPC
HIPC

IBRD
IDA

Sub-Saharan Africa
..

Low income
High income: nonOECD

East Asia & Pacific
Sub-Saharan Africa

Lower middle income
Low income

IDA
..

HIPC

IBRD
IDA HIPC

123
124
125
126

Mauritius
Mayotte

MUS
MYT

Mexico
Micronesia, Fed. Sts.

MEX
FSM

127
128
129

Moldova
Monaco

MDA
MCO

Mongolia MNG

Sub-Saharan Africa
Sub-Saharan Africa

Upper middle income
Upper middle income

Latin America & Caribbean
East Asia & Pacific

Upper middle income
Lower middle income

IBRD
..
IBRD
IBRD

Europe & Central Asia
..

Lower middle income
High income: nonOECD

East Asia & Pacific Low income

IDA
..
IDA
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130 Morocco MAR Middle East & North Africa Lower middle income IBRD
131
132
133
134

Mozambique
Myanmar

MOZ
MMR

Namibia
Nepal

NAM
NPL

135
136
137
138

Netherlands
Netherlands Antilles

NLD
ANT

New Caledonia
New Zealand

NCL
NZL

Sub-Saharan Africa
East Asia & Pacific

Low income
Low income

Sub-Saharan Africa
South Asia

Lower middle income
Low income

IDA
IDA

HIPC

IBRD
IDA HIPC

..

..
High income: OECD
High income: nonOECD

..

..
High income: nonOECD
High income: OECD

..

..
EMU

..

..
139
140
141
142

Nicaragua
Niger

NIC
NER

Nigeria
Northern Mariana Islands

NGA
MNP

143
144
145
146

Norway
Oman

NOR
OMN

Pakistan
Palau

PAK
PLW

Latin America & Caribbean
Sub-Saharan Africa

Lower middle income
Low income

Sub-Saharan Africa
East Asia & Pacific

Low income
Upper middle income

IDA
IDA

HIPC
HIPC

IDA
..

..
Middle East & North Africa

High income: OECD
Upper middle income

South Asia
East Asia & Pacific

Low income
Upper middle income

..

..
Blend
IBRD

147
148
149
150

Panama
Papua New Guinea

PAN
PNG

Paraguay
Peru

PRY
PER

151
152
153
154

Philippines
Poland

PHL
POL

Portugal
Puerto Rico

PRT
PRI

Latin America & Caribbean
East Asia & Pacific

Upper middle income
Low income

Latin America & Caribbean
Latin America & Caribbean

Lower middle income
Lower middle income

IBRD
Blend
IBRD
IBRD

East Asia & Pacific
Europe & Central Asia

Lower middle income
Upper middle income

..

..
High income: OECD
High income: nonOECD

IBRD
IBRD
..
..

EMU

155
156
157
158

Qatar
Romania

QAT
ROM

Russian Federation
Rwanda

RUS
RWA

159
160
161
162

Samoa
San Marino

WSM
SMR

São Tomé and Principe
Saudi Arabia

STP
SAU

..
Europe & Central Asia

High income: nonOECD
Upper middle income

Europe & Central Asia
Sub-Saharan Africa

Upper middle income
Low income

..
IBRD
IBRD
IDA HIPC

East Asia & Pacific
..

Lower middle income
High income: nonOECD

Sub-Saharan Africa
..

Low income
High income: nonOECD

IDA
..
IDA
..

HIPC

163
164
165
166

Senegal
Serbia and Montenegro

SEN
YUG

Seychelles
Sierra Leone

SYC
SLE

167
168
169
170

Singapore
Slovak Republic

SGP
SVK

Slovenia
Solomon Islands

SVN
SLB

Sub-Saharan Africa
Europe & Central Asia

Low income
Lower middle income

Sub-Saharan Africa
Sub-Saharan Africa

Upper middle income
Low income

IDA
Blend

HIPC

IBRD
IDA HIPC

..
Europe & Central Asia

High income: nonOECD
Upper middle income

..
East Asia & Pacific

High income: nonOECD
Low income

..
IBRD
..
IDA

171
172
173
174

Somalia
South Africa

SOM
ZAF

Spain
Sri Lanka

ESP
LKA

175
176
177
178

St. Kitts and Nevis
St. Lucia

KNA
LCA

St. Vincent and the Grenadines
Sudan

VCT
SDN

Sub-Saharan Africa
Sub-Saharan Africa

Low income
Upper middle income

..
South Asia

High income: OECD
Lower middle income

IDA
IBRD

HIPC

..
IDA

EMU

Latin America & Caribbean
Latin America & Caribbean

Upper middle income
Upper middle income

Latin America & Caribbean
Sub-Saharan Africa

Upper middle income
Low income

IBRD
Blend
Blend
IDA HIPC

179
180
181
182

Suriname
Swaziland

SUR
SWZ

Sweden
Switzerland

SWE
CHE

183
184
185
186

Syrian Arab Republic
Tajikistan

SYR
TJK

Tanzania
Thailand

TZA
THA

Latin America & Caribbean
Sub-Saharan Africa

Lower middle income
Lower middle income

..

..
High income: OECD
High income: OECD

IBRD
IBRD
..
..

Middle East & North Africa
Europe & Central Asia

Lower middle income
Low income

Sub-Saharan Africa
East Asia & Pacific

Low income
Lower middle income

IBRD
IDA
IDA
IBRD

HIPC

187
188
189
190

Timor-Leste
Togo

TMP
TGO

Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago

TON
TTO

191
192
193
194

Tunisia
Turkey

TUN
TUR

Turkmenistan
Uganda

TKM
UGA

East Asia & Pacific
Sub-Saharan Africa

Low income
Low income

East Asia & Pacific
Latin America & Caribbean

Lower middle income
Upper middle income

IDA
IDA HIPC
IDA
IBRD

Middle East & North Africa
Europe & Central Asia

Lower middle income
Upper middle income

Europe & Central Asia
Sub-Saharan Africa

Lower middle income
Low income

IBRD
IBRD
IBRD
IDA HIPC

195
196
197

Ukraine
United Arab Emirates

UKR
ARE

United Kingdom GBR

Europe & Central Asia
..

Lower middle income
High income: nonOECD

.. High income: OECD

IBRD
..
..
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198 United States USA
199
200
201
202

Uruguay
Uzbekistan

URY
UZB

Vanuatu
Venezuela, RB

VUT
VEN

.. High income: OECD ..
Latin America & Caribbean
Europe & Central Asia

Upper middle income
Low income

East Asia & Pacific
Latin America & Caribbean

Lower middle income
Upper middle income

IBRD
Blend
IDA
IBRD

203
204
205
206

Vietnam
Virgin Islands (U.S.)

VNM
VIR

West Bank and Gaza
Yemen, Rep.

WBG
YEM

207
208

1

Zambia
Zimbabwe

ZMB
ZWE

World WLD

East Asia & Pacific
..

Low income
High income: nonOECD

Middle East & North Africa
Middle East & North Africa

Lower middle income
Low income

IDA
..
..
IDA

Sub-Saharan Africa
Sub-Saharan Africa

Low income
Low income

IDA
Blend

HIPC

2
3
4

Low income LIC
Middle income
  Lower middle income

MIC
LMC

5
6
7
8

  Upper middle income
Low & middle income

UMC
LMY

  East Asia & Pacific
  Europe & Central Asia

EAP
ECA

9
10
11
12

  Latin America & Caribbean
  Middle East & North Africa

LAC
MNA

  South Asia
  Sub-Saharan Africa

SAS
SSA

13
14
15
16

High income
  European Monetary Union

HIC
EMU

  High income: OECD
  High income: nonOECD

OEC
NOC

17
18

This table classifies all World Bank member economies, and all other economies with populations of more than 30,000. For operational and ana-

lytical purposes, economies are divided among income groups according to 2005 gross national income (GNI) per capita, calculated using the

World Bank Atlas method. The groups are: low income, $875 or less; lower middle income, $876–3,465; upper middle income, $3,466–10,725;

and high income, $10,726 or more. Other analytical groups based on geographic regions are also used.

Geographic classifications and data reported for geographic regions are for low-income and middle-income economies only. Low-income and

middle-income economies are sometimes referred to as developing economies. The use of the term is convenient; it is not intended to imply

that all economies in the group are experiencing similar development or that other economies have reached a preferred or final stage of deve-

lopment. Classification by income does not necessarily reflect development status.

Lending category: IDA countries are those that had a per capita income in 2005 of less than $1,025 and lack the financial ability to borrow from

IBRD. IDA loans are deeply concessional—interest-free loans and grants for programs aimed at boosting economic growth and improving living

conditions. IBRD loans are noncessional. Blend countries are eligible for IDA loans because of their low per capita incomes but are also eligible

for IBRD loans because they are financially creditworthy.

Note: Classifications are in effect until 1 July 2007. The World Bank no longer classifies countries by indebtedness level.

Heavily indebted poor countries (HIPC)
Least developed countries: UN classification

HPC
LDC
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