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Abstract: 
European policy papers stress the need to further improve the quantity and quality of 
overall international mobility in education. In this context, the study aims at providing up-
to-date information on student mobility in secondary and tertiary level education and in 
vocational training.  
The study evaluates the extent of student mobility into and out of individual EU Member 
States. National measures to promote student mobility are analysed and compared with 
regard to their effectiveness and efficiency. Benchmarks for the assessment of national 
measures are supplied. Finally, the study formulates recommendations for an efficiency-
oriented strategy to promote mobility. 
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Executive summary 
 
In January 2004, the follow-up report to the 2001 Recommendation of the European Parliament 
and the Council on the mobility within the Community of students, persons undergoing training, 
volunteers and teachers and trainers pointed out that the overall situation, with respect to 
promoting participation in mobility, had not improved sufficiently in recent years. Referring to 
the situation in individual Member States and at European level as well, the follow-up report 
states that although there had been progress made in many respects, “comprehensive strategies 
to facilitate and actively promote mobility are rather the exception than the norm, and results in 
many fields (…) fall short of what is actually needed” (cf. p. 2).  
 
In accordance with the perceived need for informed policy-making and the overall trend towards 
an integrative view on mobility in education, the European Parliament designed the study 
“Student mobility in secondary and tertiary-level education and in vocational training” as a 
comprehensive exercise in data collection and analysis. Since the NATional level and student 
MOBility are at the centre of the study, NATMOB was chosen as its acronym. The study 
structured and analysed the available information on: 
 

 The extent of student mobility into and out of individual EU Member States and  
 Measures taken by individual EU Member States to promote student mobility in the 

three education sectors under study.  
 

In order to complete and improve the available information, additional surveys were carried out. 
As a conclusion, the study compares different types of measures to promote student mobility 
with respect to their effectiveness and efficiency. Additionally, it deals with the identification of 
benchmarks for the assessment of national measures. Finally, the study sets out which measures 
could be at the centre of an efficiency-oriented strategy to promote mobility. 
 
1. Overview of student mobility into and out of EU Member States  
 
The best available data on overall participation in student mobility in each EU Member State 
was compiled from the databases of Eurostat and UNESCO and the results of a survey of 
national statistical offices conducted for the NATMOB study. In addition, figures on 
participation in European and nationally financed mobility programmes were identified, 
drawing on the Socrates/Erasmus database, a survey of Leonardo and Comenius national 
agencies and the results of a survey of national agencies for the promotion of mobility.  
 
With respect to overall mobility, for most EU Member States only data based on students with 
foreign nationalities are available (with respectively eight and seven exceptions for tertiary 
education and secondary and vocational education, see also map 1). However, foreign student 
data overestimate the number of incoming students in such countries where permanently 
resident migrants with foreign nationalities constitute an important group of students. With 
respect to tertiary-level education, a recent study based on data for seven countries showed that 
between 18 and more than 50 per cent of students with foreign nationalities already lived in the 
countries studied before they enrolled at a university there. For secondary and vocational 
education, the present study shows at the example of seven countries, that in fact mobile 
students account for only up to about one third of foreign students.  
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Regarding overall mobility in tertiary-level education, the following findings emerged from a 
comparison of best available national data referring to 2002/03 or 2003/04: 

 About three quarters of the almost 1 million incoming students in EU Member States 
come from non-EU countries. Incoming students are especially important in four 
countries where they account for over 10 per cent in proportion to resident students: 
Cyprus, Austria, the UK and France (in decreasing order). Denmark and Germany 
follow with just below 10 per cent. An especially low mobility rate for incoming 
students is observed for Greece, Italy, Spain, the Baltic countries, Poland, Slovakia and 
Slovenia (see also map 2). 

 Overall, there are about 450,000 outgoing students from EU Member States. Almost 
three quarters of these go to other EU countries. As is shown in map 3, countries with a 
relatively high proportion of outgoing students to resident students are Cyprus, 
followed by Greece, Ireland, Slovakia, Slovenia, Malta and Austria (in decreasing 
order). 

 As map 4 shows, 12 EU Member States are net importers of students. The United 
Kingdom has by far the highest balance between incoming and outgoing students (more 
than eight times more incoming than outgoing students), followed by Germany.  

  Among the net student exporting countries, the main ones are Lithuania, 
Slovakia and Greece. In Lithuania, the number of outgoing students is eight times 
higher than that of incoming students.  

 Of all incoming students in EU Member States, relatively few study engineering and 
related subjects. Engineering, manufacturing and construction are only amongst the 
three most important study subjects for foreign students in 11 countries. 

 
As regards the participation of tertiary students in the Socrates/Erasmus programme, the 
following observations can be made for the year 2003/04: 

 There were only some 135,500 Erasmus students in 2003/04. About half of them came 
from France, Germany, Spain or Italy. Together with the UK, these four countries also 
hosted the highest absolute numbers of Erasmus students. 

 As a proportion of tertiary students, outgoing Erasmus students were relatively 
important in Austria, Finland, Belgium, the Czech Republic, Malta, Luxembourg and 
Spain.  

 The number of incoming Erasmus students as a proportion of tertiary students was 
relatively high in Malta and Ireland but it was low in Eastern European countries 
(among others).  

 Only seven out of the 25 EU Member States were net importers of Erasmus students, 
namely the UK, Malta, Ireland, Denmark, the Netherlands, Finland, and Spain. The 
remaining countries sent more Erasmus students abroad than they hosted. 

Because of the extremely low reliability of the statistical information on overall mobility in 
secondary and vocational education, no comparative analysis could be undertaken. Concerning 
the participation in European mobility programmes for secondary and vocational education and 
training (Comenius and Leonardo), the findings were as follows: 

 In 2003/04, there were almost 15,000 students participating in Comenius language 
projects. France, Italy, Spain, Germany and Poland were by far the most important 
sending countries (in decreasing order). They sent about two-thirds of the Comenius 
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students from the EU Member States. Of these countries, however, only Poland had 
experienced an increase in participation as compared to the previous year. 

 As for Leonardo, in 2002/04 there were roughly 17,500 students sent by the EU 
Member States. More than half of them came from Germany, Spain, Italy, France and 
the UK (in decreasing order). In all these countries and in most of the remaining 
countries, participation had increased as compared to the previous data collection 
period.   

 Most EU Member States are net exporters within Leonardo. The ten net importing 
countries are Belgium, Cyprus, Denmark, Finland, France, Hungary, Ireland, Malta, 
Sweden and United Kingdom. 

 
2. National measures to promote student mobility  
 
National activities for promoting mobility in secondary and tertiary-level education and in 
vocational training are implemented within three types of frameworks: 

 Common agendas developed by the European countries in the framework of 
international cooperation, notably the Bologna Process in higher education and the 
Copenhagen Process in vocational education and training. This first category also 
includes initiatives and conventions agreed upon under the auspices of the Council of 
Europe, UNESCO or other international agencies. 

 The various Community Action Programmes and initiatives, of which the Socrates and 
Leonardo da Vinci programmes are the largest. 

 Specific national policy objectives that are not primarily linked to the above named 
supra-national agendas. 

 
For the NATMOB study, a synthesis of recent national measures was undertaken. This synthesis 
is based on national reports to the Commission, national reports to Eurydice, a recent Eurydice 
report on the implementation of the Bologna Process and a survey of the heads of ENIC-NARIC 
centres (12 countries replied) and NRCVG centres (10 countries replied) carried out especially 
for the NATMOB study. The results of the synthesis show that:  

 The structural reform of higher education programmes which is at the centre of the 
Bologna Process is underway in almost all EU Member States. With the exception of 
Portugal, the necessary legal measures have been established throughout the EU. 

 With respect to the recognition of study abroad in tertiary education, ECTS and the 
Diploma Supplement are being widely implemented. They are important for the 
Bologna Process and within the Socrates/Erasmus programme. In tertiary education, 
there are no significant obstacles with respect to the recognition of study achievements 
abroad and foreign degrees for students who want to go on studying at a university in 
the EU.  

 However, obstacles remain with respect to the recognition of higher education 
diplomas for regulated activities and with respect to recognition of vocational 
education. The Certificate Supplement has only been implemented in a minority of 
Member States, and ECVET is still under development. No European activities in the 
field of recognition can be reported for secondary education.  

 In recent years, a particularly large number of measures under specific national policy 
objectives have been undertaken in the following areas:  
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o The removal of language and cultural obstacles; 
o Financial support for mobile students; 
o The removal of legal and administrative obstacles; and 
o Information, marketing and transparency of education systems. 

 Less attention has been given at the national level to activities concerning: 
o The provision of financial means for education institutions; 
o The promotion of curricular integration between study programmes of national 

and foreign education institutions; and 
o Non-financial support of mobile students (i.e. advisory services and other 

measures). 
 
3. Effectiveness and efficiency of national measures to promote mobility  

On the basis of the above mentioned survey of heads of ENIC-NARIC centres and NRCVG 
centres, an assessment of the effectiveness and efficiency of national measures to promote 
mobility was obtained. This survey for tertiary and vocational education shows that: 

 The assessment of individual measures is relatively similar for both education sectors 
under study.  

 Measures which were characterized as particularly effective for increasing the overall 
participation in mobility, the participation of traditionally non-mobile students and the 
quality of mobility, concerned above all the areas of recognition, information, 
marketing and transparency of education systems, financial and non-financial support 
for mobile students, and the removal of language barriers. 

 The measures identified as particularly efficient belonged to the same thematic areas as 
those which were identified as especially effective (with the exception of recognition). 

 The measures which were assessed as efficient were also seen as effective for the 
general increase of student mobility, but not necessarily for the quality of study abroad 
or the participation of traditionally non-mobile groups.  

 
Thus, an efficiency-oriented national strategy for the promotion of student mobility in higher 
education and vocational education could in principle rely on the measures identified as 
particularly efficient. However, a certain conflict may exist between efficiency in mobility 
promotion and the quality of mobility experiences on the one hand and the participation of 
traditionally non-mobile groups on the other. For example, the area “removal of linguistic 
barriers” was assessed as particularly important for ensuring the quality of mobility. However, 
from the point of view of efficiency, only the offer of individual courses or whole study 
programmes in foreign languages scores high.  
 
Many of the measures relevant for the efficient promotion of mobility are already under general 
implementation across the EU Member States. This applies not only to European instruments 
which facilitate recognition but also, for example, to the transportability of study aid. With 
respect to other measures already established in principle, however, there is still room for 
improvement. For example: 

 The possibilities of internet-based information systems, databases and thematic portals 
providing links to different websites are still not being used exhaustively. Ideally, such 
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information would be easily accessible to young people in all different education 
sectors.  

 The specific guidance for foreign students could be further expanded. It can be 
organized relatively easily by student tutors, and is not only seen as efficient but also as 
having a positive effect on increasing the number of incoming students and the quality 
of study periods of incoming students. 

 Using mobility as an indicator for the performance-related calculation of budgets of 
education establishments is a relatively new instrument to promote mobility. It affects 
practically all students and - after its implementation - causes practically no extra costs.  

 If the overall objective of mobility is to enhance intercultural experience and European 
citizenship, an efficiency-oriented strategy should promote virtual, in addition to 
physical, mobility. Furthermore, internationalization at home is an especially efficient 
way of promoting intercultural learning.  

 
In principle, the coordinated implementation of different measures may increase the efficiency 
of mobility promotion because a higher effect may be achieved with an equal amount of 
resources. 
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Map 1: Genuine mobility data (inward mobility):  
 Availability of genuine inward mobile student data for secondary and vocational  
 (ISCED 2-4) and tertiary education (ISCED 5-6) in EU Member States 2003/04 
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 Map 2: Inward mobility in tertiary education (ISCED 5-6): 
 Proportion and origin of foreign (or inward mobile) students  
 in EU Member States 2002/03 (or 2003/04) 
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Map 3: Outward mobility in tertiary education (ISCED 5-6):  
 Proportion and destination of home nationality students enrolled abroad  
 in EU Member States 2002/03 (Cyprus: 2003/04) 
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Map 4:  Mobility balances in tertiary education (ISCED 5-6): 
 Home nationality students enrolled abroad in proportion to  
 foreign (or inward mobile) students and proportions of mobile to resident students 
 for EU Member States 2002/03 (or 2003/04) 
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Foreword 
The study “Student Mobility in Secondary and Tertiary-level Education and in Vocational 
Training” (NATMOB) was carried out during the first half of 2005. It was conducted on behalf 
of the European Parliament, Directorate-General for Internal Policies of the Union, by Ulrich 
Teichler and Ute Lanzendorf from the Centre for Research on Higher Education and Work of 
the University of Kassel, Germany, in cooperation with Jake Murdoch from the European 
Institute of Education and Social Policy (EIESP) in Paris. Over a rather short period of time 
extensive information was compiled, structured and analysed on student mobility and measures 
for its promotion for each of the three education sectors included in the study. The study was 
coordinated at the Centre in Kassel which was responsible for the overall design of the study 
and the research on tertiary education. The EIESP contributed the research on secondary and 
vocational education.  
 
The various surveys and data compilations carried out for this study would not have been 
possible without the kind support of a number of institutions and individuals. Above all, the 
contributions of three members of the project team were most valuable. Sandra Bürger and 
Michael Thiele of the Centre for Research on Higher Education and Work in Kassel calculated 
and compiled the tertiary education mobility statistics presented in the annex. Laurence 
Tesniere, a post-graduate student at the Université de Bourgogne, contributed to the statistical 
analysis and the surveys for vocational education and training during her internship at the 
EIESP.  
 
At the institutional level, the study received substantial support from Eurostat (the statistical 
office of the European Communities), and the Comenius and Leonardo da Vinci national 
agencies. National statistical offices in many countries took the time to compile mobility data 
specifically for this study. Other national statistical offices supported the project team in the 
identification of the most recent and valid information. Last but not least, the assessment of 
measures to promote mobility presented in the final chapter of this study would not have been 
possible without the willingness of many heads of ENIC-NARIC and NRCVG centres to 
complete a comprehensive questionnaire. 
 
The authors would like to thank all those who kindly contributed to the study and hope that the 
results of the study reach a broad audience. They will be happy to receive comment and 
feedback. 
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1. Context and Mandate of the Study  
 
The mobility of students has been at the centre of European educational policy for more than a 
quarter of a century. It is traditionally valued as paving the way for intercultural and social 
integration through the development of a European identity and international understanding 
among students. Study or learning experience abroad is generally regarded as influential for 
broadening the students’ minds beyond the culture and – in the case of university students - the 
academic paradigms of their home countries. It has the potential for preparing people to live 
together in multiethnic and multi-lingual societies in Europe as a whole, as well as within their 
own countries. International mobility also helps students to acquire relevant knowledge and 
skills for their professional careers.  
 
The signing of the Bologna Declaration in 1999 by EU Member States and other European 
countries to reform the structures of their higher education systems in a convergent way, can be 
regarded as a firm commitment to the objective of facilitating the international mobility of 
university students. Subsequently, at the end of 2002, the Copenhagen Declaration on enhanced 
cooperation in European vocational education and training was signed by a similar number of 
countries.  
 
In recent years, the improvement of professional and personal skills through international 
mobility has increasingly been considered as a starting point for building a Europe of 
Knowledge. This is expected to emerge as the strong characteristic of Europe in a globalised 
economy. Knowledge and skills acquired by students during a study period abroad are expected 
to contribute to the enhancement of the competitiveness of the European economy with the 
wider world. Mobility is likely to prepare students for a rapidly changing labour market because 
graduates who have lived abroad during their course of study can be expected to be more 
flexible and adapt to change more easily. Student mobility is also assumed to contribute to the 
modernisation of education systems in Europe. It is for these reasons that international mobility 
in education has come to be regarded as one of the key elements of the strategy decided by the 
European Council in Lisbon in March 2000 to develop Europe into the most competitive 
knowledge-based economy by 2010.  
 
Recent European policy papers stress the need to further improve the quantity and quality of 
overall international mobility in education. Not only should the mobility of students in higher 
education be expanded still further, but it is also a political objective to encourage a substantial 
increase in the mobility of students in vocational education and training and in secondary 
education. The possibility of spending part of an educational programme abroad should be 
opened up to any European citizen, either in the form of schooling, study or as a work 
placement in a professional environment. 
 
Moreover, political strategies are not confined to the improvement of intra-European mobility. 
In the context of both the Lisbon strategy and also of the Bologna Process, attracting students 
from outside Europe to European universities is also high on the agenda of European policy-
makers. This is illustrated by the recent introduction of the Erasmus Mundus programme which 
complements the other European Union’s regional programmes for cooperation in higher 
education with third countries.  
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As far as the future development of intra-European mobility is concerned two documents 
provided relevant recommendations: the action plan for mobility endorsed by the Nice Council 
in December 2000 and the 2001 European Parliament and Council Recommendation on the 
mobility within the Community of students, persons undergoing training, volunteers and 
teachers and trainers. These agreements recommended that measures should be taken by the EU 
Member States to remove all types of obstacles to mobility, prepare students for study periods 
abroad, guide students whilst abroad, and recognise learning outcomes including foreign 
degrees and practical experience gained abroad.  
 
In January 2004, the follow-up report to the 2001 Recommendation of the European Parliament 
and the Council pointed out that the overall situation with respect to mobility in education had 
not improved sufficiently in recent years. Referring to the situation in individual Member States 
and at European level as well, the follow-up report states that, although progress has been made 
in many respects, “comprehensive strategies to facilitate and actively promote mobility are 
rather the exception than the norm, and results in many fields (…) fall short of what is actually 
needed” (p. 3). It therefore calls for an acceleration and expansion of the facilitation of mobility. 
At the same time when the action plan for mobility was adopted and the Recommendation of the 
European Parliament and the Council on mobility was issued, a parallel process integrated 
international mobility into an overall framework for European education policy. In the Report 
on the Concrete Future Objectives of Education Systems approved by the Council in 2001 
shared objectives were agreed on by national Ministers of Education for the first time. The 
report constitutes the first coherent overall approach to the national education policies of EU 
Member States. It identifies three strategic goals for education and training systems in Europe: 
quality, access and openness to the world.  
 
Immediately afterwards, on the basis of the agreed common objectives, the Detailed Work 
Programme on the Follow-up of the Objectives of Education and Training Systems in Europe 
was elaborated and adopted in 2002 with a 10-year work perspective (“Education and Training 
2010”). The work programme sets the objective of achieving a certain degree of compatibility 
among high quality education and training systems and institutions in Europe. Such a 
development is for example expected to facilitate mobility. For the implementation of the work 
programme, an approach known as the “open method of coordination” has been devised to reach 
agreement on common principles based on exchange and peer reviewing of policy and practices 
in the different countries. For each of 13 concrete objectives, working groups staffed by experts 
from 31 European countries, stakeholders and interested international organisations were set up 
to assist the implementation of individual objectives on the national level. One of these concrete 
objectives is that of enhancing mobility. A Working Group on „mobility and European 
cooperation“ was established in 2003. 
 
Every two years, the Council and the Commission report to the European Council on the 
implementation of the „Education and Training 2010“ agenda. The first joint interim report was 
published in February 2004. With respect to mobility, it points out that administrative and legal 
obstacles persist in the recognition of competences and qualifications. Member States are 
advised to take action to remove these and provide funds to implement the programmes of the 
European Union and other programmes as well as to set adequate organisational frameworks to 
improve the quality of mobility. A proposal has been made to develop virtual mobility, 
especially in secondary education. 
 
This state of the policy discussion sets the frame for the present study. 
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In accordance with the overall policy trend towards an integrative view on mobility in 
education, the study “Student mobility in secondary and tertiary-level education and in 
vocational training” was designed by the European Parliament as a comprehensive piece of data 
collection and analysis. Since the NATional level and student MOBility are at the centre of the 
study, NATMOB was chosen as the study acronym. According to the Study Specification, the 
NATMOB study was to analyse mobility in three different education sectors. In addition, it had 
to investigate the volume of mobility (quantities) and national measures for the promotion of 
international mobility in education.  
 
Each of these two principal requirements of the study – the compilation of different types of 
mobility data for three education sectors in the 25 EU Member States and the provision of an 
overview of national measures to promote mobility - is complex. For the first time, a statistical 
overview on mobility was compiled covering various education sectors and also a broad range 
of aspects of mobility. The NATMOB study is also the first study including a thorough 
exploration of national measures for the promotion of mobility. Against this background, the 
project team had to conduct various surveys in order to improve and complete available 
information. A survey among national statistical offices was carried out to obtain better mobility 
data than what is currently available from Eurostat. Eight EU Member States could provide 
genuine mobility information for tertiary education, and seven Member States for secondary and 
vocational education. An additional survey referred to the implementation and the comparative 
assessment of measures to promote mobility. It was sent to heads of ENIC-NARIC centres 
(higher education) and NRCVG centres (vocational education and training) in all EU Member 
States. 12 ENIC-NARIC centres and 10 NRCVG centres kindly replied. 
 
The results which could be obtained during a rather short period of investigation are presented 
in three chapters. The first chapter presents the findings of the study with respect to mobility 
volumes. It provides a statistical overview and an analysis of mobility in Europe. Additional 
comprehensive country data which laid the basis for the overview can be found in the annex. 
The second chapter refers to national measures for the promotion of mobility. As an 
introduction, different contexts of national action to promote mobility in education are 
described. After that, a summary of recent measures taken by individual Member States to 
promote mobility is provided. Subsequently, the third chapter takes a more analytical view of 
national measures. At first, it compares different types of measures with respect to their 
effectiveness and efficiency. This comparison leads to the identification of quality benchmarks. 
As a conclusion, suggestions are made with respect to efficiency-oriented strategies for mobility 
promotion. 
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2. Statistical Overview of Student Mobility in Europe 

2.1. Availability and quality of student mobility data  

As an introduction, this section summarizes general challenges to the compilation and analysis 
of mobility statistics and introduces the strategies of the project team to cope with them.  
First of all, it must be said that relatively comprehensive information on student mobility is 
available for tertiary education, but not for student mobility in secondary education and in 
vocational education and training.  
Given that there is no one reliable source for mobility statistics in tertiary or in secondary and 
vocational education, different data sources had to be drawn upon for each of the main aspects 
of mobility (inward mobility, outward mobility and temporary versus diploma mobility). In the 
following, data availability and data requests carried out specifically for the NATMOB study are 
introduced for each of these three aspects of mobility: 

2.1.1.  Inward mobility 

In Europe the most comprehensive data source on mobility in secondary and tertiary-level 
education is the common data collection of Eurostat, OECD and UNESCO. Traditionally, it 
refers to students whose nationality is different from their country of study (foreign students). 
However, due to changing social realities, the traditional situation where people live in the 
country of which they are nationals is increasingly losing ground. Therefore, the foreign 
nationality of a student does not necessarily denote any longer that he or she came from abroad. 
Especially as a result of labour migration, many students with foreign nationalities have lived all 
their lives in their countries of study. Additionally, ever more students who are nationals of their 
country of study have lived in another country before enrolment and therefore have to be 
considered as inward mobile students.  
 
With respect to tertiary-level education, a recent study1 showed that in the seven EU Member 
States for which information was available, between 18 and more than 50 per cent of students 
with foreign nationalities had either gone to school there or had always lived there and therefore 
have to be considered non-mobile students. Moreover, students with home nationality 
(‘incoming citizens’) made up between 5 and almost 17 per cent of all mobile students. These 
problems are currently being addressed by a reform of the European data collection processes as 
from 2005.  
 
For tertiary education, an additional problem concerns the coverage of data collections on 
incoming students. Often, information on the nationality of students or other national mobility 
data is not available for all the different sectors of tertiary education in a particular country.  
 
For secondary and vocational education, an even greater proportion of foreign students are in 
fact non-mobile. In the seven EU Member States from which data based on other criteria than 
nationality were received for this study, only up to 30 percent of foreign students were actually 
inward mobile. The use of nationality-based data therefore leads to a significant overestimation 
of inward mobility.  

                                                 
1  Lanzendorf & Teichler 2003. 
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In order to obtain more valid data on inward mobility than those currently available from 
Eurostat, the project team designed a request for data on mobility in secondary, vocational and 
tertiary education based on any mobility criterion other than nationality (for example, foreign 
country of prior education or foreign country of permanent residence of students). This data 
request was coordinated with Eurostat and sent out to the statistical offices of EU Member 
States. It was undertaken jointly with a similar data request for the Euro Data project currently 
coordinated by the Academic Cooperation Association (ACA, Brussels) on behalf of the 
Commission. For tertiary education, eight countries provided data on inward mobility which are 
not based on the nationality of students, and for secondary and vocational education, seven 
countries provided this kind of more reliable mobility information (see map 1 on page v). 
Genuine mobility data were provided for the academic 2003/2004. For the remaining countries 
the study had to rely on nationality data for the academic year 2002/2003 which were considered 
the best available approximation to mobility data. Nationality data will be systematically 
distinguished from mobility data by referring to ‘foreign students’ as distinct from ‘inward 
mobile’ or ‘incoming students’.  

2.1.2. Outward mobility 
For tertiary-level education, data on outgoing students are regularly calculated by UNESCO on 
the basis of data on students with foreign nationalities enrolled at universities worldwide. 
Consequently, the data suffer from the same weakness as those for inward mobility (they may 
overestimate outward mobility). Moreover, data on outward mobility are available only some 
time after foreign student data have been collected for a specific base year. They refer to a 
limited number of study abroad countries because not all countries worldwide report their 
foreign student data. 
 
For secondary-level education and vocational training, no information on overall outward 
mobility is available. The only existing data are collected in the context of the SOCRATES and 
LEONARDO programmes and national mobility programmes. 

2.1.3. Short-term mobile students versus students who take a full study programme 
abroad  

Students enrolling at a university abroad do so for different motives. Some want to earn a 
specific degree which does not exist in their home country. Others just want to gain temporary 
study abroad experience and return to their home country after having passed a term, semester 
or full year abroad. 
 
However, only the data collected in the context of the administration of the Community Action 
Programmes or national mobility programmes allow for a conclusion to be drawn about the 
duration and the qualification aim of the mobility of the participating students. The enrolment 
based data of international statistical agencies unfortunately do not enable to make a distinction 
between short-term mobile students and students who take a full study programme abroad.  
 
Data on participation in European and national mobility programmes are collected by the 
agencies that administer these programmes. Student mobility within European and national 
funding structures is relatively well documented. The information on participation in national 
mobility programmes is, however, difficult to compare between countries because the 
characteristics of national programmes vary considerably in one country and from one country 
to another. Since there are no up-to-date European statistics on participation in Comenius 
language projects and in mobility under LEONARDO, corresponding data had to be requested 
from the responsible national agencies in the EU Member States. 
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2.2 Student mobility in tertiary education - the overall picture 
This section provides a comparative analysis of key national data on student mobility as pre-
sented in the annex and summarized in tables 1 to 4. The focus of the analysis is on the rele-
vance of mobility at the level of individual Member States, not on student flows in Europe. 

With respect to overall mobility into and out of EU Member States, tables 1 and 2 show that: 

 Nearly three quarters of the almost 1 million incoming students come from non-EU 
countries (see table 1). More than two thirds of them study either in the UK, France or 
Germany. For four countries, incoming students are especially important because they 
account for over 10 per cent in proportion to resident students: Cyprus, Austria, the UK 
and France (in decreasing order). Denmark and Germany follow with just below 10 per 
cent. An especially low proportion of incoming to resident students is observed for 
Greece, Italy, Spain, the Baltic countries, Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia (see also map 
2 on page ix). Of all incoming students in EU Member States, relatively few study 
engineering and related subjects. Engineering, manufacturing and construction are only 
amongst the three most important study subjects for foreign students in 11 countries. 

 As table 2 shows, almost 450,000 students with EU nationalities study abroad. Over 45 
per cent of them are either German, French, Greek or Italian, and nearly three quarters 
of them study in other EU countries. As is shown also in map 3 (page x), outgoing 
students are especially important in seven countries where the proportion of outgoing 
students to resident students is relatively high: Cyprus, followed by Greece, Ireland, 
Slovakia, Slovenia, Malta and Austria (in decreasing order). 

 As map 4 shows (page xi), 12 EU Member States are net importers of students. The 
United Kingdom has by far the highest balance between incoming and outgoing 
students (more than eight times more incoming than outgoing students), followed by 
Germany.  Among the net student exporting countries, the main ones are Lithuania, 
Slovakia and Greece. In Lithuania, the number of outgoing students is eight times 
higher than that of incoming students.  

 In most countries, horizontal mobility (among similarly developed education systems) 
and vertical mobility (from more to less developed education systems) exist next to 
each other, for incoming as well as for outgoing students. Data suggest that inward and 
also outward mobility are primarily horizontal in only some countries (Austria, Ireland, 
the Netherlands, Sweden) or vertical (Greece, Poland, Portugal).  

The picture which emerges from tables 3 and 4 on Erasmus students is markedly different: 

 There were some 135,500 Erasmus students in 2003/04. About half of them came from 
France, Germany, Spain or Italy. Together with the UK, these four countries also 
hosted the highest absolute numbers of Erasmus students. 

 Incoming Erasmus students as a proportion of tertiary students (ISCED 5A&5B) were 
relatively important in Malta, Ireland, Finland and Denmark but relatively unimportant 
in eastern European countries (see table 3).  

 Outgoing Erasmus students as a proportion of tertiary students (ISCED 5A&5B) were 
relatively important in Austria, Finland, Belgium, the Czech Republic, Malta, 
Luxembourg and Spain (see table 4).  

 Only seven out of the 25 EU Member States were net importers of Erasmus students, 
namely the UK, Malta, Ireland, Denmark, the Netherlands, Finland, and Spain. The 
remaining countries sent more Erasmus students abroad than they hosted (see table 4). 
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Table 1: Inward mobility in tertiary education (ISCED 5-6): 
Foreign or inward mobile students in EU Member States 2002/03 or 2003/04 

Countries of origin EU 
Member State Total Change1 

% 
Female 

% 

ISCED 
5A (&6) 

% 

Ratio to 
resident 
students

% 
EU-15

% 
Non-EU 

% 

Fields of study2 

% 

Austria 
(inward 
2003/04) 

30 114 +10.3 52.6 88.6 16.5 44.7 55.3 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Humanities & arts

Eng.,man.&con.

36.7 
20.9 
12.6 

Belgium-NI 
(inward 
2003/04) 

5 057 +12.1 46.9 92.0 2.9 43.2 56.8 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Humanities & arts

Science

20.1 
19.1 
18.6 

Belgium-Fr  32 798 +1.2 50.0 49.4 23.8 51.2 48.8 
Health & soc.sc.

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Humanities & arts

27.2 
18.4 
8.9 

Denmark  18 120 +25.1 54.1 85.8 9.9 15.4 84.6 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Health & soc.serv.
Humanities & arts

30.2 
17.5 
16.6 

Finland  7 361 +8.9 46.5 99.9 2.6 21.5 78.5 
Eng.,man.&con.

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Humanities & arts

29.2 
25.2 
18.3 

France  221 567 +33.9 48.7 93.1 11.7 15.3 84.7 * 

Germany 
(inward 
2003/04)  

208 072 * 50.2 * 9.8 19.6 80.4 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Humanities & arts

Eng.,man.&con.

28.1 
23.2 
18.5 

Greece  12 456 +44.6 * 76.6 2.3 1.1 98.9 * 

Ireland  
(inward) 10 201 +10.8 50.3 * 6.0 38.3 61.7 * 

Italy  36 137 +27.0 56.0 96.4 1.9 31.5 68.5 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Health & soc.serv.
Humanities & arts

29.9 
27.1 
17.8 

Luxembourg * * * * * * * * 

The  
Netherlands  20 531 + 8.8 53.9 99.5 4.1 49.0 51.0 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Health & soc.serv.
Humanities & arts

45.7 
14.3 
12.7 

Portugal  15 483 -1.3 50.0 98.8 4.0 16.1 83.9 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law

Edu.sc.
Eng.,man.&con.

37.3 
17.1 

17 

Spain  
(inward) 33 604 * 59.2 88.9 1.9 50.5 49.5 * 

Sweden  32 469 +13.3 44.5 97.5 8.5 50.7 49.3 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law

Eng.,man.&con.
Humanities & arts

27.6 
19.0 
16.3 

UK  
(inward) 255 233 * 48.3 85.2 12.6 35.6 64.4 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Humanities & arts

Eng.,man.&con.

39.3 
15.8 
15.1 
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Countries of origin EU 
Member State Total 

Change1 

% 
Female 

% 

ISCED 
5A (&6) 

% 

Ratio to 
resident 
students

% 
EU-15

% 
Non-EU

% 

Fields of study2 
% 

Cyprus  
(inward 
2003/04) 

5 943 +28.6 21.7 5.0 39.9 5.6 94.4 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law

Services
Science

41.8 
36.6 
8.4 

Czech  
Republic  10 338 +6.0 58.7 96.2 3.7 7.5 92.5 

Soc sc.,busin.&law
Health & soc.serv.

Eng.,man.&con.

31.6 
26.1 
14.1 

Estonia  
(2003/04) 1 090 +140.0 53.5 97.2 1.3 38.1 61.9 * 

Hungary  12 226 +3.8 46.2 99.8 3.2 7.6 92.4 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Health & soc.serv.

Eng.,man&con.
Humanities & arts

21.9 
21.5 
14.3 
14.2 

Latvia  
(inward 
2003/04) 

1 298 * * 48.5 1.1 4.9 95.1 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Health & soc.serv.
Humanities & arts

71.0 
12.1 
5.9 

Lithuania  689 +0.7 25.3 97.8 0.4 15.4 84.6 
Health & soc.serv.

Eng.,man.&con.
Soc.sc.,busin.&law

29.9 
25.2 
21.5 

Malta  409 +16.9 57.7 96.3 4.8 15.6 84.4 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Health & soc.serv.
Humanities & arts

59.2 
13.2 
12.7 

Poland  
(2003/04) 7 608 +3.1 54.0 100.0 0.4 5.5 94.5 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Humanities & arts
Health & soc.serv.

36.6 
25.2 
18.4 

Slovakia  1 651 +0.5 38.3 99.3 1.1 8.6 91.4 
Health & soc.serv.

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Eng.,man.&con.

28.3 
18.3 
15.6 

Slovenia  963 +1.3 49.9 62.3 1.0 9.2 90.8 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law

Eng.,man.&con.
Humanities & arts

28.2 
17.1 
16.8 

Total /  
average 982 510 * * * * 26.9 72.1 * 

Source: Eurostat (foreign students) and national statistical offices (inward mobile students). 
1  As compared to previous year   
2  Most frequent fields of study 
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Table 2: Outward mobility in tertiary education (ISCED 5-6): 
Home nationality students enrolled abroad 2002/03  
(Cyprus: outward mobile students 2003/04) 

Countries of destination  
EU 

Member State 
Total 

Change1 

% 
Female 

% 

ISCED 
5A&6 

% 

Ratio to 
resident 
students 

% 
EU-15 

% 
Non-EU 

% 

Fields  
of study2 

Ratio  
outward/ 
inward 

mobility 

Austria  12 628 +5.4 * * 6.4 81.4 18.6 * 0.41 

Belgium 11 502 +11.4 * * 3.5 88.0 12.0 * 0.28 

Denmark 6 733 -9.5 * * 3.7 64.5 35.5 * 0.37 

Finland 10 430 +4.9 * * 3.7 83.1 16.9 * 1.42 

France 53 188 +6.6 * * 2.8 77.0 23.0 * 0.24 

Germany 62 821 +10.2 * * 3.1 66.9 33.1 * 0.26 

Greece 50 284 -3.7 * * 9.2 84.4 15.6 * 4.0 

Ireland 15 823 +7.3 * * 9.2 89.4 10.6 * 1.53 

Italy 43 061 +4.6 * * 2.3 80.4 19.6 * 1.21 

Luxembourg 6 513 +6.4 * * * 94.8 5.2 * * 

The  
Netherlands 12 486 +8.7 * * 2.5 77.9 22.1 * 0.61 

Portugal 12 086 +7.3 * * 3.1 86.1 13.9 * 0.78 

Spain 27 626 +4.2 * * 1.5 79.4 20.6 * 0.50 

Sweden 15 254 +12.9 * * 4.0 51.3 48.7 * 0.47 

United  
Kingdom 28 596 +29.8 * * 1.4 42.9 57.1 * 0.11 

Cyprus  
(outward 
2003/04) 

17 365 +6.1 53.5 * 116.5 85.8 14.2 * 2.92 

Czech  
Republic 6 800 +15.5 * * 2.4 68.0 32.0 * 0.68 

Estonia 2 399 -38.1 * * 3.7 77.7 22.3 * 2.20 

Hungary 8 237 +6.6 * * 2.1 77.5 22.5 * 0.69 

Latvia 2 572 -15.0 * * 2.2 58.2 41.8 * 1.08 

Lithuania 4 817 -13.4 * * 2.8 53.9 46.1 * 6.99 

Malta 625 -39.8 * * 7.3 84.8 15.2 * 1.52 

Poland 26 267 +18.3 * * 1.3 84.6 15.4 * 3.45 

Slovakia 14 429 +29.1 * * 8.4 27.2 72.8 * 8.79 

Slovenia 2 385 +10.2 * * 2.3 76.7 23.3 * 2.48 

Total 459 314 +3.4 * * * 74.2 25.8 * 2.0 

Source: UNESCO (home nationality students enrolled abroad) and Statistical Service of Cyprus 
1  As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent fields of study 
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Table 3: Inward ERASMUS mobility in EU Member States 2003/04  

EU 
Member State Total 

Change1 

% 
Fema 
le % 

Proportion of 
tertiary students 

(ISCED5A&5B) % 

Countries of origin2 

% 
Fields of study3 

% 

Austria 3 159 +11.4 * 1.5 Germany 
France 

13.0 
12.1 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

24.9 
15.1 

Belgium 4 504 +11.4 * 1.2 Spain 
Italy 

23.6 
14.2 

Business st.
Social sciences

18.9 
13.1 

Cyprus 62 +11.4 * 0.3 France 
Finland 

16.9 
15.3 

Business st.
Health & soc.serv.

37.1 
14.5 

Czech  
Republic 1 298 +33.8 * 0.5 Germany 

France 
16.9 
16.8 

Business st.
Engin., techn.

18.4 
13.5 

Denmark 3 393 +17.5 53.9 1.7 Spain 
France 

17.3 
15.1 

Engin., techn.
Business st.

30.1 
22.6 

Estonia 166 -2.4 * 0.3 Finland 
Italy 

22.0 
17.6 

Business st.
Art & design

30.7 
16.3 

Finland 4 930 +11.2 * 1.8 Germany 
France 

19.5 
15.4 

Business st.
Engin., techn.

32.9 
13.2 

France 20 251 +7.5 * 1.0 Germany 
Spain 

20.8 
17.7 

Business st.
Lang.&philol. sc.

21.9 
18.6 

Germany 16 859 +4.7 * 0.8 France 
Spain 

17.2 
15.7 

Business st.
Engin., techn.

19.9 
14.1 

Greece 1 593 +3.1 * 0.3 France 
Italy 

14.5 
12.0 

Business st.
Social sciences 

16.1 
9.5 

Hungary 951 +11.1 49.0 0.2 Germany 
France 

18.6 
18.4 

Business st.
Art & design

32.7 
9.6 

Ireland 3 584 +3.2 * 2.0 France 
Germany 

31.5 
27.0 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

37.3 
17.4 

Italy 12 712 +15.8 * 0.7 Spain 
Germany 

34.9 
14.4 

Lang.&philol.sc.
Business st.

16.3 
12.1 

Latvia 65 +44.4 * 0.1 Germany 
Finland 

37.7 
14.8 

Business st.
      Social sciences

30.7 
24.6 

Lithuania 216 +63.6 * 0.1 Germany 
Italy 

23.6 
13.5 

Business st.
Law

16.2 
15.7 

Luxembourg 14 +7.7 * 0.5 France 
Germany 

42.8 
21.4 

Edu.,teacher tr.
Lang&philol. sc.

42.8 
21.4 

Malta 250 +23.8 * 2.8 Italy 
France 

30.1 
18.2 

Medical sc.
Business st.

19.6 
16.4 

The  
Netherlands 6 724 +5.8 * 1.3 Spain 

France 
20.2 
14.3 

Business st.
Social sciences

28.0 
12.0 

Poland 1 456 +46.2 * 0.1 Germany 
France 

28.7 
22.8 

Business st.
Social sciences

28.4 
16.4 

Portugal 3 766 +14.8 * 1.0 Spain 
Italy 

28.0 
21.6 

Social sciences
Business st.

11.4 
12.4 

Slovakia 201 +55.8 * 0.1 France 
Finland 

21.4 
15.5 

Business st.
Engin., techn.

29.9 
15.4 

Slovenia 181 +38.2 * 0.2 Spain 
France 

18.7 
17.5 

Business st.
Engin., techn.

31.5 
14.4 

Spain 24 050 +12.9 * 1.4 Italy 
France 

25.2 
22.7 

Business.st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

22.3 
19.1 

Sweden 6 079 +14.1 * 1.5 Germany 
France 

28.0 
18.0 

Business.st.
Engin., techn.

27.1 
16.5 

United  
Kingdom 16 619 -2.2 * 0.8 France 

Germany 
29.2 
19.8 

Business.st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

21.3 
21.6 

1  As compared to previous year  Source: UK SOCRATES/ERASMUS council, University of Kent 
2  Most frequent countries of origin   
3   Most frequent fields of study 
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Table 4:  Outward ERASMUS mobility in EU Member States 2003/04  

EU  
Member 

State 
Total Change1 

% 

Fema
le 
% 

Proportion of 
tertiary students 

(ISCED 5A&5B) %

Countries 
of destination2 

% 

Fields of study3 
% 

Ratio 
outward/
inward 

mobility 

Austria 3 727 +12.1 * 1.7 Spain 
France 

17.0 
14.2 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc

26.9 
13.7 1.30 

Belgium 4 825 +4.4 60.6 1.3 Spain 
France 

25.1 
19.9 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc

17.9 
13.4 1.70 

Cyprus 64 -29.7 * 0.4 Finland 
Greece 

21.9 
20.3 

Edu.,teacher tr.
Lang.&philol.sc

37.4 
22.0 1.08 

Czech  
Republic 3 589 +19.6 * 1.3 Germany 

France 
25.9 
14.2 

Business st.
Engin., techn.

16.3 
13.4 2.92 

Denmark 1 686 -8.6 65.2 0.9 UK 
Germany 

19.6 
17.9 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc

21.6 
20.5 0.51 

Estonia 305 +0.3 * 0.5 Germany 
Finland 

19.3 
15.4 

Lang.&philol.sc
Business st.

16.7 
15.4 1.90 

Finland 3 952 +16.2 * 1.5 Germany 
UK 

16.6 
14.0 

Business st.
Engin., techn.

33.8 
11.3 0.83 

France 21 008 +8.5 * 1.0 Spain 
UK 

24.4 
22.2 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc

31.5 
17.5 1.09 

Germany 20 710 +12.1 * 0.9 Spain 
France 

20.9 
19.3 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc

24.6 
17.4 1.27 

Greece 2 385 +12.8 * 0.4 France 
Spain 

17.6 
15.7 

Lang.&philol.sc
Social sciences

15.4 
15.2 1.58 

Hungary 2 058 +12.5 65.0 0.5 Germany 
France 

27.5 
13.4 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc

21.9 
12.1 2.20 

Ireland 1 705 +4.8 * 1.0 France 
Germany 

32.7 
17.1 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc

35.3 
17.6 0.50 

Italy 16 829 +10.5 59.1 0.9 Spain 
France 

33.8 
17.0 

Lang.&philol.sc
Social sciences

19.9 
13.2 1.38 

Latvia 308 +32.8 * 0.3 Germany 
Finland 

36.0 
13.6 

Business st.
Social sciences

28.6 
12.6 5.00 

Lithuania 1 194 +19.2 * 0.7 Germany 
Finland 

24.6 
15.1 

Business st.
Engin., techn.

20.2 
15.8 5.74 

Luxembourg 36 -69.7 * 1.2 France 
Belgium 

38.9 
41.6 

Edu.,teacher tr.
Social sciences

29.4 
16.0 * 

Malta 119 +65.3 67.0 1.3 Italy 
UK 

43.7 
18.5 

Medical sc.
Law

26.9 
26.1 0.50 

The  
Netherlands 4 389 +3.5 * 0.8 Spain 

UK 
20.7 
14.5 

Business st.
Social sciences

23.6 
21.9 0.70 

Poland 6 276 +15.8 * 0.3 Germany 
France 

29.8 
13.6 

Business st.
Social sciences

21.4 
14.8 4.55 

Portugal 3 651 +15.1 58.0 0.9 Spain 
Italy 

24.3 
18.9 

Social sciences
Engin., tech.

13.9 
12.3 1.07 

Slovakia 201 +55.8 * 0.1 France 
Finland 

21.4 
15.5 

Business st.
Engin., techn.

29.9 
15.4 3.99 

Slovenia 682 +4.4 * 0.7 Germany 
France 

28.0 
11.7 

Business st.
Engin., techn.

24.8 
15.5 2.92 

Spain 20 035 +9.7 * 1.1 Italy 
France 

21.2 
17.0 

Business.st.
Engin., tech.

15.8 
14.5 0.89 

Sweden 2 667 +0.4 59.7 0.7 UK 
France 

18.5 
18.1 

Business.st.
Engin., tech.

33.8 
15.9 1.58 

United  
Kingdom 7 538 -5.4 65.9 0.3 France 

Spain 
30.5 
21.7 

Lang.&philol.sc
Business.st.

38.1 
17.7 0.47 

1  As compared to previous year  Source: UK SOCRATES/ERASMUS council, University of Kent. 
2  Most frequent countries of destination   
3  Most frequent fields of study  
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2.3. Student mobility in tertiary education - national mobility profiles 

This section provides county profiles of overall mobility in tertiary education based on the key 
statistical data presented in the annex. The findings illustrate the high level of diversity of 
national situations with respect to student mobility in tertiary education. 

For each EU Member State, the relevant analytical dimensions out of the following list will be 
dealt with: 

 The balance of incoming and outgoing students (“mobility balances” or net student 
importing versus net student exporting countries),  

 The most frequent fields of study of mobile students (with a special focus on 
engineering which is underrepresented among mobile students as can be observed in 
table 1),  

 Horizontal versus vertical mobility. Horizontal mobility refers to students moving 
between countries in which tertiary education is similarly developed. Vertical mobility 
denotes student flows from countries where the development of tertiary education is 
relatively low to countries where tertiary education has a higher standard.  

 Reciprocity of student flows with specific countries,  
 Geographic, linguistic or political-historical proximity between a particular country 

under study and the most frequent countries of origin and destination of its mobile 
students.  

 The relevance of English-speaking countries among the most frequent countries of 
destination of outgoing students,  

 The relevance of organised, i.e. programme supported mobility.  
 

Austria 
 Austria is a net importer of mobile students. For each Austrian student enrolled at a 

foreign university, there are about two incoming students. With the exception of 
Cyprus, the proportion of inward mobile students to resident tertiary students is the 
highest among EU Member States. More than half of incoming students choose non-
engineering subjects.  

 Mobility is predominantly horizontal. For inward mobility, geographical and language 
proximity are observed. For Austrian students enrolled abroad, the proximity of 
language is the dominant characteristic: almost two thirds of them study in Germany.  

 Reciprocity of student mobility exists with Germany. The number of students at 
Austrian universities who come from Germany roughly equals the number of students 
with Austrian nationality enrolled at German universities.  

 The extent of organised mobility corresponds to over 10 per cent of inward mobility 
and almost a quarter of outward mobility. 

 
Belgium 

 Belgium is a big net importer of foreign students: for each Belgian student enrolled at a 
foreign university, there are about four students with foreign nationalities enrolled at 
Belgian universities. More than half of incoming students choose non-engineering 
subjects, many of them „health and welfare“.  

 With respect to foreign students in Belgium, vertical mobility from China and Morocco 
occurs. For inward mobility of a horizontal character, geographical and language 
proximity can be observed. This is also true for Belgian students enrolled abroad.  
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 Organised mobility involves over 10 per cent of incoming students and more than a 
quarter of Belgian students studying abroad. Organised mobility has an „exchange 
character“: the major countries of incoming and outgoing students are identical.  

Cyprus 
 Cyprus is an important net exporter of students. Due to the scarce number of study 

places in the country itself, the number of Cypriot students studying abroad is almost as 
high as the number of students studying in Cyprus (80%). More than three quarters of 
outgoing students choose social sciences, business and study programmes preparing for 
jobs in the service sector. Incoming students account for almost one third of students 
studying in Cyprus and concentrate on programmes at ISCED 5B level having a 
practical, technical or occupational characteristic.  

 Inward mobility is vertical mobility. Outward mobility, however, is horizontal, the 
main destination country, Greece, is characterized by cultural and language proximity. 
The second relevant aspect for outward mobility is a high importance of English-
speaking countries.  

 Most incoming and outgoing students are supported by national mobility programmes. 
Organised mobility has an „exchange character“: the major countries of incoming and 
outgoing students are identical.  

Czech Republic 
 The fact that the Czech Republic was already a net student importing country in 

2002/03 is due to a high number of students with Slovak nationality. Student mobility, 
however, is not an important phenomenon: the proportion of foreign among national 
students is low. More than half of the foreign students in the Czech Republic choose 
social sciences, business, law, health and social services as fields of study.  

 Inward mobility is horizontal. Outward mobility, however, is vertical. A large 
proportion of outgoing students studies in English-speaking countries. For inward 
mobility, cultural, geographical and language proximity are dominant features.  

 Organised mobility is important for outward mobile students. An increasing number of 
them participate in the ERASMUS programme. ERASMUS mobility in the Czech 
Republic has an „exchange character“: the major countries of incoming and outgoing 
students are identical. 

Denmark 
 Denmark is a net student importing country, and the proportion of foreign among all 

tertiary students is relatively high. Countries of nationality of foreign students are rather 
diverse. Two thirds of the foreign students in Denmark study non-engineering subjects.  

 Inward mobility is horizontal and vertical as well. The destination countries of outward 
mobile students are predominantly characterized by the lingua franca aspect, i.e. 
students primarily go to English-speaking countries.  

 Organised mobility is important for incoming ERASMUS students. Germany and 
France are among the most frequent sending countries for ERASMUS students in 
Denmark (after Spain) and also receive most Danish ERASMUS students (after the 
UK). Almost one third of incoming ERASMUS students study engineering subjects.  
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Estonia 
 Estonia is a net student exporting country. The proportion of foreign among all tertiary 

students is low.  
 The destination countries of outgoing students are predominantly characterized by 

geographical and cultural proximity.  
 Only a few Estonian students take part in organised mobility.  

Finland 
 Finland is a net student exporting country. The proportion of foreign among all 

tertiary students is low.  
 The three foreign countries where half of Finnish study abroad students study are 

either characterized by geographical proximity, or their language is English.  
 The participation in organised mobility, especially in ERASMUS, is relatively high.  

France 
 France is a net student importing country.  
 Inward mobility is vertical and outward mobility horizontal. The destination 

countries of French study abroad students are predominantly characterized by the 
lingua franca aspect (English-speaking countries).  

 Organised mobility is important for incoming and outgoing ERASMUS students. 
Germany and Spain are among the most frequent sending and receiving countries in 
the ERASMUS programme.  

Germany 
 Germany is a net student importing country. The proportion of inward mobile 

students among all tertiary students is high. Less than 20 per cent of incoming 
students study engineering subjects.  

 Inward mobility is vertical and outward mobility horizontal. The destination 
countries of students with home nationality studying abroad are predominantly 
characterized by the lingua franca aspect (English-speaking countries).  

 Organised mobility is important for incoming and outgoing ERASMUS students. 
France and Spain are among the most frequent sending and receiving countries in the 
ERASMUS programme.  

Greece 
 Greece is a net student exporting country; the number of study places in the country 

itself is too limited to cover the demand of national school leavers for tertiary 
education. The proportion of foreign students among all tertiary students is low.  

 Inward and outward mobility are vertical. The destination countries of nearly half the 
students with home nationality studying abroad are characterized by the lingua franca 
aspect (English-speaking countries).  

 Organised mobility is important for incoming and outgoing ERASMUS students. 
France and Spain are among the most frequent sending and receiving countries in the 
ERASMUS programme as well.  
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Hungary 
 Hungary is a net student importing country. However, the proportion of foreign 

students among all tertiary students is low. Only 14 per cent of foreign students are 
enrolled in engineering subjects.  

 With respect to home countries of foreign students, geographical proximity is 
characteristic. A large part of incoming students can be expected to belong to 
Hungarian minorities in neighbouring countries. Hungarian students abroad 
concentrate on German speaking countries and the USA. 

 Organised mobility is important for outgoing ERASMUS students. France, Germany 
and Finland are the most frequent sending and receiving countries in the ERASMUS 
programme.  

Ireland 
 Ireland is a net student exporting country.  
 Inward and outward mobility are horizontal with a clear dominance of other English 

speaking countries as both the countries of origin and destination. Among the 
countries of destination, geographical proximity plays an important role, as high 
numbers of students go to the UK.  

 Organised mobility is important for incoming ERASMUS students. Under 
ERASMUS, there is a largely reciprocal exchange of students with France, Germany 
and Spain.  

Italy 
 Italy is a net student exporting country. The proportion of foreign students among all 

tertiary students is low. Foreign students in Italy study practically no engineering 
subjects.  

 Inward mobility is vertical, outward mobility horizontal.  
 Organised mobility is important for incoming and outgoing ERASMUS students. 

Spain, France and Germany are the most frequent sending and receiving countries in 
the ERASMUS programme.  

Latvia 
 Latvia is a net student exporting country. The proportion of foreign students among 

all tertiary students is low.  
 Russia plays an especially important role among the sending and receiving countries. 

There is a big Russian minority living in Latvia.  
 Participation in organised mobility is low.  

Lithuania 
 Lithuania is a net student exporting country. The proportion of foreign students 

among all tertiary students is low.  
 The existence of large Polish and Russian minority groups partly is responsible for 

student flows to Russia and Poland.  
 Organised mobility is important for outgoing ERASMUS students. Germany is the 

most frequent sending and receiving country in the ERASMUS programme.  
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Malta 
 Malta is a net student exporting country.  
 The second most important country of study for Maltese students abroad (the UK) is 

connected with the country for political-historical reasons and speaks the same 
language.  

The Netherlands 
 The Netherlands are a net student importing country.  
 Inward and outward mobility are predominantly horizontal.  

Poland 
 Poland is a net student exporting country. The proportion of foreign students among 

all tertiary students is low.  
 Outward mobility tends to be vertical. Most foreign students have nationalities of the 

neighbouring countries.  
 Organised mobility is important for outgoing ERASMUS students. Germany, France, 

Italy and Spain are among the most frequent sending countries and among the most 
important receiving countries in the ERASMUS programme as well.  

Portugal 
 Portugal is a net student importing country.  
 Inward and outward mobility are vertical. The majority of foreign students have the 

nationalities of the former Portuguese colonies.  
 Organised mobility is important for incoming and outgoing ERASMUS students. 

Spain, Italy and France are among the most frequent sending and also among the 
most important receiving countries in the ERASMUS programme.  

Slovenia 
 Slovenia is a net student exporting country. The proportion of foreign students 

among all tertiary students is low.  

Slovakia 
 Slovakia is a net student exporting country. The proportion of foreign students 

among all tertiary students is low.  
 Almost half of Slovakian students enrolled abroad study in the neighbouring Czech 

Republic.  
 Organised mobility is important for incoming and outgoing ERASMUS students. 

France and Spain are among the most frequent sending and receiving countries in the 
ERASMUS programme.  

Spain 
 Spain is a net importing country of mobile students. However, the proportion of 

mobile among all tertiary students remains low.  
 For the countries where Spanish students are enrolled abroad, the lingua franca 

aspect is relevant (English-speaking countries).  
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 Organised mobility is important for incoming and outgoing ERASMUS students. 
Participation in ERASMUS equals two thirds of inward mobile students and almost 
80 per cent of Spanish students enrolled abroad. France and Italy are among the most 
frequent sending and also among the most frequent receiving countries in the 
ERASMUS programme.  

Sweden 
 Sweden is a net student importing country. The proportion of foreign students among 

all tertiary students is relatively high. Engineering subjects account for 19 per cent of 
foreign students.  

 Inward and outward mobility are horizontal. The most frequent countries of 
nationality of foreign students have a geographical proximity. For the foreign 
countries where Swedish nationals are enrolled, the lingua franca aspect (English-
speaking countries) is dominant.  

 Organised mobility is especially important for incoming ERASMUS students. 
Germany and France are not only the most frequent sending countries but also among 
the most frequent receiving countries in the ERASMUS programme.  

United Kingdom 
 The UK is a net student importing country. The proportion of inward mobile students 

to resident tertiary students is the third highest of all EU Member States after Cyprus 
and Austria. 15 per cent of incoming students study engineering subjects.  

 Inward mobility is predominantly vertical, outward mobility however horizontal. 
Among British students studying abroad, more than one third is enrolled in the 
United States.  

 Organised mobility is important for incoming ERASMUS students. France, Spain 
and Germany are the most frequent sending and also the most frequent receiving 
countries in the ERASMUS programme.  

2.4. Student mobility in secondary education and vocational education and training 

For secondary and vocational education, it was only possible to obtain data for foreign students 
(ISCED 2-4) for 19 of the countries under study. No data was available for Estonia, Greece, 
Lithuania, Portugal, Sweden and the United Kingdom. Data on “mobile” students was available 
in seven countries (Belgian Flemish Community, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Ireland, Latvia, 
Luxembourg and Poland) using criteria such as non-resident status, foreign country of 
permanent residence or previous schooling abroad. The relative weight of these mobile students 
amongst the total number of foreign students varies between countries, from around 30 per cent 
in the Czech Republic, Ireland and Poland to around 10 per cent in the Belgium Flemish 
community and less than 5 per cent in Cyprus and Luxembourg. Due to the very low reliability 
of foreign student data which is shown at the example of the countries mentioned, this section is 
confined to an analysis of organised mobility in secondary education and vocational education 
and training. 

Data on organised mobility generally referred to participation in European programmes (i.e 
Comenius for secondary education and Leonardo for vocational training). However, some, if not 
exhaustive, data on national programmes within secondary education or vocational training was 
also available in 11 countries (the Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, 
Hungary, Ireland, the Netherlands, Poland, Sweden and the United Kingdom).  
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Concerning the participation in the European programmes, it is possible to underline the 
following results: 

 In 2003/04, there were almost 15,000 students participating in Comenius language 
projects. France, Italy, Spain, Germany and Poland were by far the most important 
sending countries (in decreasing order). They sent about two-thirds of the Comenius 
students from the EU Member States. Of these countries, however, only Poland had 
experienced an increase in participation as compared to the previous year. 

 In the case of participation in Comenius language projects there was an increase, 
between 2003 and 2004, in the number of outgoing students in 12 countries (Austria, 
Belgium, Cyprus, Hungary, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, 
Slovenia and Slovakia) and a decrease in 11 countries (Denmark, Finland, France, 
Germany, Greece, Ireland, Luxemburg, Malta, Spain, Sweden and United Kingdom). 
Participation remained stable in the Czech Republic and Estonia.  

 As for Leonardo, in 2002/04 there were roughly 17,500 students sent by the EU 
Member States. More than half of them came from Germany, Spain, Italy, France and 
the UK (in decreasing order). In all these countries and in most of the remaining 
countries, participation had increased as compared to the previous data collection 
period.   

 For outgoing Leonardo students, there was an increase over the same period in 14 
countries (Austria, Belgium, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Estonia, Finland, France, Italy, 
Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Netherlands, Poland and Spain) and a decrease in 9 
(Denmark, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Portugal, Slovenia, Slovakia, Sweden and United 
Kingdom). The figures remained stable in two countries: Germany and Luxemburg.  

 Most EU Member States are net exporters within Leonardo. The ten net importer 
countries are Belgium, Cyprus, Denmark, Finland, France, Hungary, Ireland, Malta, 
Sweden and United Kingdom. 

 Various countries stand out as being main partner countries both in terms of incoming 
and outgoing students, notably Germany.  

 Indeed, Germany is a main partner (both incoming and outgoing) for 15 countries: 
Austria, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Hungary, Latvia, 
Lithuania, Netherlands, Poland, Slovakia, Spain, Sweden and United Kingdom.  

 Moreover, France is also a privileged partner for Belgium, Greece, Italy, Luxemburg, 
Poland, Portugal and United Kingdom.  

 In addition, the United Kingdom is also a main partner country for Cyprus, Greece, 
Malta, Netherlands and Sweden, and Spain.  

 Finally, there also are important exchanges between, on the one hand, Spain, and 
Finland, France, Italy, Portugal and United Kingdom on the other; and between Italy 
and the following countries: France, Ireland, Lithuania and Spain. There are also 
bilateral exchanges between Austria and Slovenia and between Finland and Estonia.  
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3. National Measures to Promote Student Mobility  

3.1.  The aim and information basis of the analysis 
Efforts to expand, support and reinforce cross-border mobility in education are by no means the 
sole domain of joint European policies. By taking additional measures, the individual Member 
States may contribute significantly to reaching an objective of the Lisbon agenda, that is a 
substantial increase in student mobility by the year 2010. National measures pursue their own 
rationales, but concurrently can complement European actions and help to increase their 
effectiveness. 
 
This part of the study describes and discusses recent legislative and non-legislative measures for 
the promotion of mobility taken by individual EU Member States. The spectrum of possible 
measures varies substantially from one European country to another and does not yet appear to 
have been exhausted across all countries.  
 
Firstly, in order to highlight the specific scopes for national action, the differing contexts of 
national measures to promote mobility are described. Following that, an overview will be 
provided of measures taken by EU Member States in recent years. They will be summarised for 
major thematic areas.  
 
The information provided in this part of the study was drawn from: 

 National reports submitted to the Commission for the follow-up process of the 
Recommendation of the European Parliament and the Council on the mobility of 
students, persons undergoing training, volunteers and teachers and trainers issued in 
20012. 

 The Eurydice-Eurybase national reports.  
 A recent Eurydice report on the implementation of the Bologna process3. 
 A survey of heads of ENIC-NARIC centres and NRCVG centres which was 

undertaken using questionnaires in the framework of this study.  

The national reports to the Commission describe measures taken in areas listed in the 
Recommendation for the period 2001 to 2003, referring to secondary and tertiary-level 
education, as well as vocational training. Reports were available for EU-15 Member States, 
Poland and Hungary.  
 
The Eurydice-Eurybase national reports were analysed with respect to the other Member States 
which were still accession countries at the time of drafting of the reports to the Commission 
(Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Slovakia and Slovenia). Reports 
from Estonia, Latvia and Malta refer to 2002/03, whilst the others address the preceding year. 
 
Two surveys entitled “Recognition of Study Abroad and Measures for the Promotion of Student 
Mobility in Higher Education/Vocational Training” were undertaken in March 2005 in the 
framework of this project. They were carried out by questionnaire and sent to the heads of 
ENIC-NARIC centres (higher education) and NRCVG centres (vocational education and 
training) in all Member States. The questionnaires addressed the recognition of study or training 
abroad, the political relevance of mobility promotion, specific measures taken by the countries, 

                                                 
2  COM(2004)21 final. 
3  Eurydice 2005. 
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the number of students benefiting from national measures and the effectiveness and efficiency of 
individual measures. Information was provided on measures in higher education in 12 countries 
(Austria, Belgian Flemish Community, Czech Republic, Germany, Denmark, Estonia, Spain, 
Ireland, Latvia, the Netherlands, Poland and Sweden) and on measures in vocational education 
and training in 10 countries (Belgian Flemish Community, Denmark, Finland, Hungary, Ireland, 
Latvia, Lithuania, Portugal, Sweden and Slovakia).  
 
It was not possible to collect sufficient basic information on mobility in secondary education in 
order to design a survey on secondary education corresponding to the above questionnaires.  
 
The results of the surveys reflect the views and experiences of staff with national coordination 
roles for student mobility. The experiences and views of the educators involved in the practical 
organisation of mobility could not be taken into consideration for this study. 

3.2. Different contexts for the promotion of student mobility at the national level 

National measures for the promotion of mobility in secondary and tertiary education and in 
vocational training are taken within three different contexts: 

 The agendas of the agreements between national ministers which were developed in 
the framework of international cooperation, notably the Bologna Process for higher 
education and the Copenhagen Process for vocational education and training. Other 
activities which fall into this category include those for implementing the initiatives 
and conventions agreed upon under the auspices of the Council of Europe, UNESCO 
or other international agencies. 

 The implementation of activities called for by the various Community Action 
Programmes and initiatives, of which the Socrates and Leonardo da Vinci 
programmes are the largest.  

 Specific national activities that are not primarily geared to the supra-national 
activities referred to above.  

In the following, the main lines of possible action at the national level will be identified for 
these three contexts. Special emphasis will be placed, through a separate and comprehensive 
description, on measures to improve the recognition of academic and vocational diplomas 
obtained abroad and for study periods spent abroad. 

3.2.1. The “Bologna Process” and the “Copenhagen Process” 
The “Bologna Process” was initiated in 1998 with the “Sorbonne Declaration” made by a small 
group of national education ministers and subsequently shared and modified in 1999 by almost 
30 EU Member States and other European countries in the “Bologna Declaration”. The Bologna 
Process aims at transparency and coherence of higher education systems for European and non-
European students. Its major objective is to create a European Higher Education Area with three 
levels of study programmes and degrees that are largely standardized. The agenda of the 
Bologna process is centred around the structural reforms of study programmes which are also 
meant to have positive effects on student mobility in the participating countries and on incoming 
mobility from other parts of the world.  
 
In the Bologna Process, setting priorities and selecting corresponding measures are the 
responsibility of the participating countries. Some of the participating European States set clear 
national targets and deadlines for the implementation of common objectives, whilst others leave 
it to the individual higher education institutions to specify objectives and develop their own pace 
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of implementation. All the costs incurred by these activities must be borne by the individual 
Member States. The Copenhagen Process for enhanced cooperation in vocational education and 
training was jointly agreed in 2002 by national education ministers and the European 
Commission. With respect to student mobility in vocational education and training, the 
Copenhagen Process focuses on improving the transparency of qualifications and competences 
and on quality assurance. Activities in these domains are expected to contribute to establishing a 
European Area of Lifelong Learning. The European Commission played a major role in setting 
the key objectives and measures of the Copenhagen Process, but the specification and 
implementation of the jointly agreed agendas as well as the funding of activities in this domain 
are left to the individual signatory countries. As the Copenhagen Declaration stipulates, 
enhanced cooperation in vocational education and training should be based on the principle that 
“measures should be voluntary and principally developed through bottom-up cooperation”.  
 
There are currently no internationally coordinated activities for the Europeanisation of 
secondary education which resemble the Bologna Process and the Copenhagen Process. 

3.2.2. European mobility programmes: Socrates and Leonardo da Vinci 
The Community Action Programmes Socrates and Leonardo were established by the European 
Commission on the basis of a decision taken by the European Council and the European 
Parliament. They are financed by the European budget. The programmes provide opportunities 
for temporary study or internships in other European countries as part of a cooperation activity 
among the sending and host institutions. The cooperation among the sending and host 
institutions is expected to ensure an effective administrative and educational environment. 
Reciprocal exchange may take place but is not obligatory. 
 
Within the Socrates programme, the ERASMUS Action provides funds for temporary study at 
universities in other European countries. These study periods have a minimum duration of three 
months. The participating countries have established national agencies which are responsible for 
the distribution of European mobility funds amongst universities. Recently, the individual 
higher education institutions were granted the right to determine, within the budget provided, 
the actual number of participating students and the amount of financial support for the 
individual students. Universities are in charge of implementing measures for the promotion of 
student mobility and the administrative and educational assistance of the outward and inward 
mobile students. 
 
The Comenius Action of the Socrates programme provides financial support for the exchange of 
complete classes of students in secondary education. 
 
In the framework of the Leonardo da Vinci programme, students from higher education 
institutions are eligible for financial support for work placements abroad. In this case, three 
months is also the minimum duration of a stay abroad eligible for financial support.  
 
In the framework of the ERASMUS and Comenius actions of the Socrates programme, as well 
as of the Leonardo da Vinci programme, various other activities are considered suitable to create 
conditions that are conducive to student mobility, such as the mobility of teachers, curriculum 
development and support for national information centres. 



Student Mobility 

PE 361.212 24 
 

3.2.3. National domains of action 
National activities to promote participation in mobility are partly set up under specific national 
objectives, thereby responding to specific national circumstances or demands. Some national 
measures can be understood as subsidiary measures to European activities. In the latter case, 
measures can serve to broaden the financial basis of European activities or to establish activities 
which are complementary to those undertaken directly within supra-national contexts. Various 
national measures can be considered as integral components of the Bologna and Copenhagen 
Processes, irrespective of their legal, administrative and financial basis.  
 
On the basis of the above mentioned reports, national measures in the three educational sectors 
addressed can be grouped into five major thematic areas (in addition to measures aimed at 
recognition treated separately below):  

 The removal of legal and administrative obstacles and the promotion of the exchange 
of information on good practice. 

 The reduction of linguistic and cultural obstacles. 
 The promotion of arrangements for the financial support of institutions or students. 
 The provision of relevant information to increase the transparency of education and 

training systems. 
 Curricular integration between national and foreign study programmes. 

3.2.4. Recognition 
Among the various activities undertaken to promote student mobility within Europe, measures 
aimed at facilitating the recognition of study periods and of degrees obtained abroad have been 
central for many years and continue to be a focus. Conventions for recognition in the area of 
higher education had already been formulated in the 1950s by the Council of Europe. They 
played a role in the cooperation between the Council of Europe and UNESCO in the 1970s and 
again in the 1990s, this time in collaboration with the European Commission. Recognition was a 
key issue of the ERASMUS programme from its outset in the late 1980s and was also high on 
the agenda in the subsequent educational Community Action Programmes. Moreover, the 
European Commission undertook various initiatives to increase the recognition of qualifications 
for professional mobility in Europe. Last, but not least, recognition is a key objective of the 
Bologna and the Copenhagen Processes. 
 
Recognition is relevant for five different groups of (former) students:  

 Students returning to their school or university after having spent a study period 
abroad. 

 Students who want to enrol at a school or university in a country and obtained the 
necessary entry qualification abroad. 

 University graduates who want to enrol in an advanced study programme (e.g. 
Master or PhD programme) in a country and hold a first degree from abroad. 

 Graduates who intend to work in another country (notably within a regulated 
profession) and hold a foreign degree or a foreign vocational diploma (“professional 
recognition”). 

 Students returning to a vocational education and training programme after having 
spent a period of practical training abroad. 
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According to the higher education survey undertaken in the framework of this study, 
responsibility for the recognition of prior study generally lies with the institutions where 
students want to continue their education. In most Member States, higher education institutions 
are free, within the general regulations, to admit individual students from abroad and to exclude 
parts of their courses of study in order to take into account previous study abroad. In a few 
countries, however, universities must consult the ENIC/NARIC centre or the education ministry 
in their country or even obtain permission from them in order to recognize prior study abroad.  
 
With respect to the professional recognition of foreign degrees and diplomas, various European 
directives provide guidelines on entry qualifications to a number of professions, notably 
regulated professions. Some guidelines address higher education qualifications and others 
vocational training qualifications. For some professions, European directives ensure more or 
less “automatic recognition”. In most cases, however, European directives have to be specified 
and implemented by the relevant national authorities responsible for the recognition of degrees 
within certain professional areas. For most non-regulated professions, however, the individual 
employers assess and accept or refuse the individual candidate’s credentials during the 
recruitment process.  
 
General information on recognition procedures in higher education is provided by the European 
Network of Information Centres (ENIC) and National Information Centres for the Recognition 
of Diplomas (NARICs) in each EU Member State. The ENIC Network was set up by the 
Council of Europe and UNESCO, whereas the NARIC Network was created in the context of 
the Community Action Programmes. Both ENIC and NARIC centres are established by national 
authorities and generally function jointly. ENIC/NARIC centres often serve not only as 
information points on the recognition of higher education, but also provide advice with respect 
to higher education policy and legislation. In 2004, UNESCO and the Council of Europe issued 
the Joint ENIC/NARIC Charter of Activities and Services aimed to serve as a guide for good 
practice for the participating countries. 
 
Within the Community Action Programmes for higher education, the European Credit Transfer 
System (ECTS) was established as a first major step towards new formal recognition 
procedures. It provides a common structure for describing educational programmes and 
weighing achievements by attaching credits to certain periods of successful learning. Thus, 
ECTS enables the comparison of learning achievements and facilitates the transfer of these from 
one institution to another. In the context of the Bologna process, ECTS is used as a means of 
measuring achievements not only for the purpose of transfer, i.e. relevant for mobile students, 
but also for the purpose of credit accumulation up to a complete diploma and degree, i.e. 
relevant for all students.  
 
The Diploma Supplement was developed in 1988 under the auspices of UNESCO and the 
Council of Europe in order to facilitate the recognition of foreign higher education degrees for 
academic and professional purposes. It has been subsequently revised in cooperation with the 
European Commission. The Diploma Supplement provides a standardised description of the 
nature, level, context, content and status of the studies that were pursued and successfully 
completed by university graduates. It is attached to the usual higher education diploma by the 
awarding institution. Some countries and higher education institutions had already begun 
implementing the Diploma Supplement in the late 1980s and early 1990s. Recently, agreement 
was reached among the countries participating in the Bologna Process that the Diploma 
Supplement should be provided to all new higher education graduates as from 2005. In 
December 2004, it was included in the “Europass framework” for the transparency of diplomas, 
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certificates and competences and is now called “Europass Diploma Supplement”. All measures 
taken in the framework of the Europass are in the domain of the individual Member States to 
ensure that the differences between the national education and training systems can be taken into 
account. 
 
Various activities for the recognition of study abroad periods are undertaken bi-nationally or 
amongst a small number of countries. Several countries have decided to agree bi-nationally or 
multi-nationally on issues of recognition in a more precise way than customarily addressed in 
pan-European conventions. Moreover, in recent years, higher education institutions in various 
European countries have increasingly developed what are called “double degree” programmes. 
They are taught by institutions in at least two different countries and lead either to separate 
degrees awarded by the individual participating institutions or, in the ideal case, to a single joint 
degree awarded by institutions in different countries. Double or joint degrees are recognized 
within the participating or even more countries. In recognition of the considerable potential of 
this advanced mode of academic recognition, UNESCO and the Council of Europe adopted 
recommendations on the recognition of joint degrees in mid-2004.  
As regards vocational education and training, the corresponding survey undertaken in the 
framework of this study shows that the vocational schools tend to be in charge of the decision to 
recognise or not, fully or in part, training periods abroad and foreign vocational diplomas. In 
some countries, however, the decision rests with the ministry in charge of vocational training. 
The professional recognition of foreign degrees is often the responsibility of the national 
employment agencies. In most cases, however, it is up to the individual employer, as is the case 
in higher education, to assess and possibly accept foreign credentials. 
Recently, measures similar to those initially taken in higher education have also been introduced 
in vocational education and training. Currently, activities are underway to promote European 
Credits in Vocational Education and Training (ECVET). Moreover, the European Certificate 
Supplement (a detailed description of the qualification acquired by the holder of a vocational 
certificate) and the format of a “European curriculum vitae” have been introduced. The 
“European curriculum vitae” aims to provide a comprehensive, standardised overview of the 
individual’s educational attainments and work experience. The latter two measures are included 
in the Europass framework. Additionally, the new Europass Mobility is to record, in a common 
format, any kind of transnational mobility for learning purposes. In order to further improve 
transparency of qualifications, a network of National Reference Points has been established. It is 
to give access to information on vocational qualifications, serve as a first point of contact for 
questions relating to national qualifications, certificates and Certificate Supplements, provide 
access to relevant information or serve as a point of contact with national bodies which hold the 
information; and act as a national partner in the European network of National Reference Points. 
 
During the 1990s, the way in which learning experiences and degrees obtained abroad were 
treated seems to have changed. This is pointed out in the Explanatory Report to the joint 
Council of Europe/UNESCO Convention on the Recognition of Qualifications. Whereas 
traditionally, it was deemed necessary to establish an equivalence between national and foreign 
learning experiences and degrees or other awards by comparing in detail the curricula and the 
content of study programmes, a more generalized concept of “recognition” is now gaining 
acceptance. Recognition in this sense means that only general procedures and criteria for 
assessing foreign learning are defined and applied. The Lisbon Convention on the Recognition 
of Qualifications of 1997 stipulates that study periods abroad and qualifications obtained abroad 
should be recognized “unless a substantial difference can be shown” (e.g. Articles 5.1 and VI.1) 
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between national study programmes and degrees or between the study period or the degree from 
abroad.  

In conclusion, it can be said that most kinds of national activities for the promotion of mobility 
are shaped by European or other supra-national activities, agendas or framework regulations 
which are developed in the context of Community Action Programmes or coordinated at a 
European level by the national ministers or various supra-national bodies. This holds true for a 
broad range of activities, such as reforming higher education structures and curricula or 
establishing measures aimed to facilitate recognition. The most relevant financial support for 
student mobility is provided at the European level through the Community Action Programmes. 
Activities depending on national resources vary substantially not only in scope but also in the 
size of activities between the individual European countries.  

3.3.  Measures taken by individual Member States 

Measures taken by individual Member States will be summarised for nine thematic areas: 
– Measures to remove language and cultural obstacles 
– Financial support for mobile students  
– The removal of legal and administrative obstacles 
– Information, marketing and transparency of education systems 
– Provision of financial means to education institutions 
– Curricular integration 
– Non-financial support of mobile students 
– Structural reforms of higher education programmes 
– Recognition. 

The sources used do not provide evidence of any integrated strategies to combine measures from 
different thematic areas. However, the French press kit of January 2005 on “Enhancing the 
Appeal of France – a government seminar” sets out a multi dimensional strategy to attract more 
of the best foreign students in business-related and other strategically important fields. 12 
different measures referring primarily to the removal of legal, administrative and language 
obstacles were designed to make France attractive for internationally mobile students. 

3.3.1. Measures to remove language and cultural obstacles 
EU Member States are rather active in promoting language learning. Measures in this thematic 
area have been implemented across the different education sectors. At many higher education 
institutions foreign language courses for students of non-linguistic study programmes are 
available as well as specific linguistic preparation for students aiming to study abroad. 
According to the survey, general language courses are amongst the few measures within reach 
of most mobile students. For example, in Estonia, Spain, the Netherlands and Sweden, general 
language programmes are considered to be large enough to serve the needs of more than 60 per 
cent of the outward mobile students. But specific linguistic preparation courses for future mobile 
students are less widespread. Some countries stress that tuition-free foreign language courses are 
provided for incoming students. 
 
Expansion of the use of foreign languages at universities is not confined to language courses. 
Several countries offer a small number of study programmes taught entirely in a foreign 
language. It is also worth noting that for example the recent French reforms of university 
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programmes call for minimum foreign language proficiency as a prerequisite for the award of a 
degree. 
 
With respect to the removal of cultural barriers, cultural preparation courses for outgoing 
students exist in a number of European countries. For example in Austria, “cultural sensitivity 
training” has been introduced for Austrian students going abroad. 
 
Foreign language proficiency and teaching in a foreign language are not yet common in 
vocational education and training. Efforts to improve foreign language proficiency in this sector 
were, however, promoted in Germany. 
 
According to the country reports, in secondary education, one or two foreign languages tend to 
be mandatory, depending on the types of school and programmes. Some countries increased the 
number of mandatory languages from one to two. Some countries are currently lowering the 
starting age for learning the first or second foreign language. Specific measures have recently 
been taken in Ireland, Austria and Denmark. In Ireland, the “Post Primary Languages Initiative” 
is seeking to diversify language learning by promoting the less spoken foreign languages, and 
improving the teaching of languages at secondary level. In Austria, foreing languages are used 
increasingly as teaching languages in all types of schools. Denmark introduced compulsory 
study trips to other countries and offers a new scholarship scheme supporting organised stays 
abroad for pupils under the age of 18. 
 
According to country reports, the Common European Framework for language skills to be 
achieved by learners in compulsory and upper secondary education is used in Portugal, Austria 
and Sweden. In France, evaluation tools and specific language certificates for foreign learners 
were developed on the basis of the Common European Framework. Moreover, the European 
Language Portfolio is being implemented in Austria and Portugal. 
 
A national languages strategy was launched for England in 2002 with dedicated funding. It 
covers students in the different education sectors and also people who are already employed. For 
16- to18 year olds, for example, language placements in Germany will be offered. As an overall 
objective, the programme aims to change the cultural attitude towards foreign language learning. 
As reported by Poland, a bi-national exchange programme between Germany and Poland has 
been designed to learn the language of the partner country. 

3.3.2. Financial support for mobile students 
Providing funds to support individuals who are willing to learn in another country is the most 
widespread and obvious way of promoting mobility. Most individual EU Member States fund a 
large number of mobile students, often through a diversity of national mobility programmes, 
notably in higher education. This is also true for secondary education and to a certain extent for 
vocational education and training. Various programmes are geared to specific target countries or 
target populations. For example, several countries provide financial support for incoming 
students from selected (non-EU) countries. Some national governments provide substantial 
funds for the outward mobility of doctoral candidates and other postgraduate students. Germany 
and France have recently introduced measures to promote the mobility of trainees and 
apprentices. In addition to national support programmes, some regions and municipalities 
provide mobility grants. Some countries set up bilateral or multilateral arrangements to promote 
mobility which often comprise between two to five countries. However, as is illustrated by the 
corresponding figures presented in the country profiles in the annex, national funds are only 
provided for a very small proportion of inward and outward mobile students in Europe.  
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Some countries provide financial support for the participation of mobile students in preparatory 
language courses. Others make ERASMUS top-up grants available. In Germany, these are 
increasingly granted to high performing students. Students in the Netherlands who have been 
admitted to an Intensive Linguistic Preparation Course and those going to a “minor language 
country” also receive an ERASMUS top-up grant. 
 
Supplementary mobility grants for study aid recipients have been introduced in various 
countries for higher education. In Austria, for example, resources provided for study aid have 
recently been increased by 40 per cent in order to provide better support to mobile university 
students. In contrast, hardly any mobility grants are provided for young persons undergoing 
vocational education and training. 

3.3.3. The removal of legal and administrative obstacles 
Efforts to remove or reduce legal and administrative barriers to mobility vary. In some 
countries, efforts are made to create a similar status for the inward mobile students to that of 
home country students. For example, in France and Sweden, exchange students in higher 
education and, in the case of France, pupils in secondary schools, already enjoy the same status 
and rights as national students. 
 
In many countries, regulations are being changed in order to ensure the same financial benefits 
for mobile and non-mobile students. In the Flemish Community of Belgium, inward mobile 
students enjoy the same social benefits as national students (e.g. access to accommodation and 
cheap meals). Several EU Member States have improved national regulations concerning study 
fees and national study aid; recently, some countries have exempted incoming students from 
both EU and non-EU Member States from tuition fees (i.e. not only ERASMUS students). In the 
United Kingdom, outward mobile students are exempted from tuition fees at home provided that 
their study abroad period lasts for a full academic year. The transportability of national study 
grants and loans for students spending a study period abroad seems to be largely achieved across 
Europe. In Ireland, young people who are participating in Europass training abroad may retain 
their training allowances and social insurance benefits. The Flemish Community of Belgium is 
in the process of establishing a coherent legislative framework to guarantee the insurance 
coverage of outward mobile higher education students. Some countries allow inward mobile 
students to join the national security schemes. Some Irish institutions of tertiary education 
provide world-wide insurance coverage for their outgoing students. 
 
Furthermore, several countries have taken measures to reduce barriers for the entry of foreign 
students to the host country and the host institutions. Finland, for example, exempts inward 
mobile students from proving their health status. Various countries have facilitated entry for 
vocational and secondary students from non-EU Member States. In Finland, for example, they 
no longer need a work permit. Recently, France, has also taken measures to reduce 
administrative procedures to obtain residence permits both for incoming higher education 
students and young persons in vocational education and training. Austria recently waived fees 
for residence permits for incoming secondary students. No recent measures are reported 
regarding a user-friendly administration of the Community Action programmes. 
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3.3.4. Information, marketing and transparency of education systems 

Various measures were reported to improve the exchange of information on good practice. 
Some are in the framework of the Community Action Programmes, and some are in other areas; 
for example in the domain of foreign language teaching and learning. 

In most European countries portals and websites have been created or are in the process of being 
created at a national level in order to provide information that is relevant for mobile students. 
They generally comprise information on: 

 National scholarships for inward and outward mobile students;  
 Projects serving student mobility in higher education and possibly in vocational 

education and training as well as school education;  
 Foreign language teaching and learning projects; and  
 Work placement provisions. 

In addition, certain measures are reported to improve synergy in the provision of information on 
and the administration of national mobility support programmes. For example, websites are 
created to provide information that is relevant not only to mobile students from different 
education sectors but also to researchers and professionals. 
 
In some countries, national centres were set up for the provision of information on inward and 
outward mobility. Moreover, various countries have embarked on activities to provide 
information serving the transparency of different national education systems. The national 
reports used as an information basis for this study contain information on the establishment of 
an internet portal in Austria linking European transparency documents.  
 
All countries that responded to the questionnaire on higher education report that a national 
agency (rather than the individual higher education institutions) has begun marketing national 
universities and study programmes abroad. In the sector of vocational education and training, 
however, nationally-based marketing has only been established in a few countries.  
 
Various countries have begun implementing Europass training measures. However, the 
percentage of students benefiting from these measures seems to remain very small. The 
European curriculum vitae have been implemented in less than half of the ten countries 
responding to the survey. In Slovakia, however, as many as half of the students in vocational 
education and training can benefit from these measures.  

3.3.5. Provision of financial means to education institutions 

In the national reports there is little evidence of the provision of financial means to education 
institutions for the promotion of mobility. For example there is little information about higher 
education institutions receiving special grants to organize student mobility. 

In the questionnaire survey, however, it was found that universities that accepted non-fee paying 
foreign students in many countries where tuition fees existed received a financial compensation.  

In addition, in several EU Member States both inward and outward student mobility are used as 
indicators for the performance-based calculation of university budgets. Vocational student 
mobility is used only in Denmark in this manner. 
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3.3.6. Curricular integration 

According to the questionnaire survey, in higher education only a small proportion of students 
in the countries which replied can follow double degree programmes. Germany reports that it 
has started to promote and support their development. Greece is planning to make a study 
abroad period mandatory for certain disciplines at its universities. 

In Denmark, the necessary legal conditions have been created to allow general and vocational 
upper secondary schools to offer students the opportunity to take a part of their courses at a 
school abroad. According to the questionnaire survey, in Denmark today over half the 
vocational education and training students can follow a double degree programme. 

3.3.7. Non-financial support of mobile students 

The provision of student accommodation for inward mobile students is an important measure for 
supporting mobility. Also, measures to provide special assistance to inward mobile students 
from EU Member States and non-EU countries alike (for example orientation weeks) are 
important as a kind of general support. Other non-financial measures facilitate social and 
cultural integration. For example in the United Kingdom, events for encouraging social contact 
amongst incoming ERASMUS students are organised.  

In Finland, guidelines and examples of good practice with respect to the non-financial support 
of mobile students have recently been developed for international offices in universities.  

In some countries, electronic fora are organised where former and future participants in the 
Community Action Programmes can exchange their experiences. 

3.3.8. Structural reforms of higher education programmes 

In the Bologna Declaration, the signatory countries agreed to introduce a two-cycle structure of 
study programmes. According to a recent stocktaking exercise by Eurydice, up to the academic 
year 2004/05 all but four EU Member States took the necessary legal measures to implement 
this structure. Three of the four remaining countries, however, had already approved 
corresponding legislation (Spain, Hungary and Sweden). The other country (Portugal) intends to 
restructure its higher education system in 2005. In Greece, however, only the legal basis for the 
introduction of the two-tier study structure has been established. A political decision for full 
implementation is still pending. While some Member States have decided to revamp the legal 
basis of study programmes, others have made only moderate adaptations or extensions to the 
existing regulations. 

In some Member States, all the higher education programmes at ISCED 5A level are already in 
conformity with the two-cycle structure. In other countries, the two-cycle structure still coexists 
with long studies; which can still be commenced by students. This is the case in the Czech 
Republic, Germany, Lithuania, Poland and Slovakia. In Belgium and Luxembourg, the 
coexistence of new and traditional study structures is due to the recent introduction of the two-
cycle structure and will be phased out as soon as students from traditional programmes have 
graduated. In various countries, individual fields of study are exempted from the two-cycle 
structure (for example architecture, engineering, theology, medicine). 

Discussions are still underway in most European countries about the future role of doctoral 
training. Only some Member States already clearly consider the doctorate to be a third cycle in 
higher education. 
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3.3.9. Recognition  

The responses to the questionnaire survey suggest that temporary mobile higher education 
students do not face any significant obstacles in having their study abroad achievements 
recognised. Similarly, students enrolling for the first time at a higher education institution can 
usually obtain recognition of the secondary education credentials they were awarded in another 
European country. Moreover, there are generally no significant obstacles to the recognition of 
degrees awarded in other European countries to graduates wishing to enrol in a Master or PhD 
programme or entering employment. However, this does not mean that all obstacles have 
vanished. For example, in the Austrian response to the survey referring to higher education, 
problems of professional mobility are pointed out: “This concerns above all the non-EU 
diplomas for regulated activities. In that case, validation by an institution of higher education is 
necessary. This is a time-consuming and often unsatisfactory procedure with, in many cases, no 
positive outcome.”  

As regards vocational education and training, experts from only three responding countries, i.e. 
Denmark, Finland and Portugal, consider non-formal vocational qualifications to be sufficiently 
recognized. According to the Hungarian national report, placements abroad under the Leonardo 
programme are generally recognised as part of the mandatory professional practice in Hungarian 
vocational education and training. In France, professional experience acquired in another 
country by apprentices is included in the total apprenticeship period.  

Experts from some countries, i.e. Latvia, Portugal and Slovakia, stated explicitly that non formal 
vocational qualifications obtained abroad were not recognised since there is no official 
framework for the recognition of these types of qualifications. In the French-speaking 
Community of Belgium, a special transversal working group was established for the validation 
of prior and non-formal learning in vocational education and training (“portfolio” or certificate 
of competences). 

In contrast, according to the responses, systematic measures exist in most European countries 
regarding the professional recognition of foreign vocational diplomas. This does not mean that 
individuals do not encounter barriers. For example, the Finnish expert who answered the 
questionnaire pointed to significant obstacles. Past surveys suggest that this situation is not 
unique.  

The documents that were analysed rarely referred to issues of recognition for secondary school 
students spending a period abroad. One exception was Austria where students who spend 
between five months and one year at a school abroad do not have to take additional exams or 
repeat the year upon return to Austria.  

Management of applications for recognition 
Administrative capacity to handle procedures for the recognition of degrees and awards seems to 
be sufficient in higher education. No problems were reported in this respect. However, 
administrative provision for handling the professional recognition of foreign degrees seems to 
be insufficient in various countries, namely in Austria, the Belgian Flemish Community and 
Spain.  

Diploma and certificate supplement 
By 2004, provision had been made – legally or through other means – in almost all EU Member 
States to provide higher education graduates with a Diploma Supplement. There were only three 
countries or regions, i.e. Luxembourg, Malta and the German-speaking Community of Belgium, 
where no corresponding regulations had been established. Still in the 1990s, only a few 
countries had implemented the Diploma Supplement. Its more widespread implementation was 
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only made effective between 2001 and 2004 in many of the EU Member States. In some cases it 
is still in its infancy. According to the questionnaire survey, in some countries more than 80 per 
cent of the students benefit from the Diploma Supplement, whereas less than 40 percent are 
issued a Diploma Supplement in Germany, Ireland, the Netherlands, Sweden and Poland.  

In the majority of EU countries, the Diploma Supplement is issued, or is expected to be issued, 
automatically and free of charge. In some countries – Hungary, Lithuania, Spain and the United 
Kingdom – it is issued only upon request. Eight EU Member States issue the Diploma 
Supplement both in the language of instruction and in English. In Hungary, Slovenia (only up to 
2005/06) and at some institutions in Slovakia, however, graduates have to pay for the Diploma 
Supplement if they require it in a language other than the language of instruction. In Italy, each 
university decides whether it issues it free of charge. 

Concerning vocational education and training, the survey showed that the Certificate 
Supplement has been implemented in Denmark, Finland, Liechtenstein, Sweden and Slovakia. 
Yet, in these countries, very few students benefit from the measure. Most EU Member States 
have not yet established regulations for its introduction. 

ECTS and ECVET 
By 2000, ECTS had already been implemented for about half the ERASMUS students. Several 
countries broadened its use in the context of reforms pursued in the framework of the Bologna 
Process. However the extent to which it is really used cannot be easily determined because some 
national credit systems exist in individual EU Member States which are not necessarily 
completely compatible with ECTS. Moreover, ECTS may be employed only for mobile 
students. The responses to the survey suggest that up to 80 percent of students are now awarded 
ECTS credits or ECTS-compatible credits.  

It has been agreed internationally that ECTS should be considered as implemented in a country 
if legal or other general regulations have been established, if the regulations apply to almost all 
programmes offered by most higher education institutions, if it satisfies certain requirements 
with respect to the definition of credit points; and if it is used both for credit transfer (mobile 
students) and for credit accumulation (all students).4  

In 2004, all EU Member States used a credit system, but many of them did not fulfil the criteria. 
Some countries are in the process of adapting their national credit systems to ECTS (Finland, 
Italy and the Netherlands) or will soon start to do so (Estonia). Other countries and regions, 
however, continue to use only their national credit systems even though they are different from 
ECTS (Portugal, Spain and Wales). 

France, Ireland and Sweden are gradually implementing ECTS. They first introduced it for 
certain programmes and are now extending it on a general basis. Six EU Member States have 
implemented ECTS without having issued any corresponding legal provision (Cyprus, the 
Czech Republic, Greece, Ireland, Poland and Sweden).  

In vocational education and training, the concept of ECVET was only developed in 2003 and 
2004. Hence, it has not yet been adopted or implemented in most EU Member States. 

 

                                                 
4  See Eurydice 2005, p. 21. 
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4. Effectiveness and Efficiency of National Measures to Promote Mobility 
4.1. Comparative assessment of measures to promote mobility and identification of 

benchmarks 
This part of the study reports additional findings from the surveys of the heads of ENIC-NARIC 
centres and of NRCVG centres in EU Member States conducted for this study. The assessment 
by experts of the effectiveness and efficiency of measures to promote student mobility will be 
presented. From the corresponding findings, benchmarks will be identified to evaluate national 
mobility measures. The chapter concludes by outlining an efficiency-oriented strategy for 
mobility promotion. 
 
12 ENIC-NARIC centres (Austria, Belgian Flemish Community, Czech Republic, Germany, 
Denmark, Estonia, Spain, Ireland, Latvia, the Netherlands, Poland and Sweden) and 10 NRCVG 
centres (Belgian Flemish Community, Denmark, Finland, Hungary, Ireland, Latvia, Lithuania, 
Portugal, Sweden and Slovakia) participated in the survey which included questions on the 
effectiveness and efficiency of individual measures to promote mobility.  
 
To be considered efficient, measures should have a good cost-benefit ratio, meaning that a 
relatively broad student population should be reached at relatively low cost. Effectiveness, in 
turn, denotes a high degree of accomplishment of the goals pursued. There is no „absolute“ 
effectiveness or efficiency of a particular measure. Rather, its relevance depends on the country 
context and individual interpretation. 

The questionnaire asked national experts to rate the effectiveness and efficiency of measures for 
mobility promotion which had been implemented in their countries. It made a distinction 
between three dimensions of effectiveness, namely effectiveness with respect to  

 increasing the total number of inward and outward mobile students, 
 increasing the quality of study abroad periods, and 
 increasing the participation of traditionally non-mobile students.  

In the questionnaire, measures were divided into three groups: measures concerning recognition, 
measures concerning inward mobility and measures concerning outward mobility. Ratings of 
these measures with respect to their effectiveness and efficiency were provided by experts on a 
five point scale from 1 (“low” or “very bad”) to 5 (“high” or “very good”). The analysis 
exclusively covers ratings at the two highest points („good“ or „high“ and „very good“ or „very 
high“). It basically identifies those measures which were most often rated at the two highest 
points of the assessment scale.  

In the following, the assessments of experts are reported separately for each of the three 
dimensions of effectiveness and for “efficiency”. Findings concerning higher education and 
vocational education and training will be differentiated. In reading the findings described below, 
it should be borne in mind that for vocational education and training, only very few measures to 
promote mobility have already been implemented in the countries of several of the experts and 
could therefore be assessed. Consequently, the analysis of the ratings of measures in vocational 
education and training is based on a small number of assessments.  
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4.1.1. Effective measures for increasing the overall participation in mobility  

Higher education 
In the area of recognition, two measures are very often considered effective for increasing the 
overall participation in mobility:  

 ECTS and 
 information systems. 

Bologna-conform study levels and double degree programmes are also considered effective by 
many experts. Few countries, however, regard the Diploma Supplement as especially relevant 
for increasing the overall participation in mobility. This may be due to the fact that international 
labour mobility in Europe is still an exception.  

As could be expected, amongst the measures to promote outward mobility, the provision of 
specific financial means to home students was most often regarded as an effective way of 
increasing participation. The two measures which were most often assessed positively by 
experts are: 

 national mobility grants and  

 the transportability of study aid for students who spend up to one academic year 
abroad.  

Only a few experts rated the facilitation of supplementary mobility aids for study aid recipients 
and ERASMUS top-up grants as particularly effective. In general, financial support for 
attending full study programmes abroad was less often considered effective than financial 
support provided to spend just a study period abroad. General language courses and specific 
linguistic preparation in very few cases received high ratings.  
Amongst the measures to promote inward mobility, one measure stands out with respect to 
increasing participation: 

 The marketing of national universities and study programmes abroad.  
The next three important measures with equal numbers of high ratings are: whole study 
programmes in foreign languages, individual lectures in foreign languages and specific guidance 
for foreign students.  

Vocational education and training 

Amongst the measures to improve recognition: 
→ information and transparency systems  

are most often rated as effective, followed by the Certificate Supplement.  

Amongst the measures to promote outward mobility: 
→ The provision of national mobility grants for training periods abroad lasting up to one year. 
→ The specific linguistic preparation of future mobile young people. 
→ Leonardo top-up grants. 

are most often rated effective for increasing mobility participation. In addition, the 
transportability of training aid for study periods, but also for complete study programmes 
abroad, was rated as effective by some countries.  
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Amongst the measures to promote inward mobility: 
→ specific guidance for young people from abroad  

is often judged as the most effective means, by far, to increase mobility. Easy entry into a 
country for nationals from non-EU Member States and whole training programmes in foreign 
languages also received several high ratings.  

4.1.2. Effective measures for increasing the participation of traditionally non-mobile 
students 

Higher education 
Amongst the measures to promote recognition, the highest number of experts found:  
→ ECTS,  

an effective instrument for targeting traditionally non-mobile students, followed by information 
and transparency measures. 

Amongst the measures to promote outward mobility:  
→ the transportability of study aids for students who spend up to one academic year abroad, 

and 
→ the provision of supplementary mobility aid for study aid recipients, 

are rated most often as effective. 

Vocational education and training 
As for increasing general participation, amongst the measures to promote recognition:  
→ information and transparency measures,  

are most often seen as effective to target non-mobile groups of young persons.  

Amongst the measures to promote outward mobility: 
→ general language courses,  
→ specific linguistic preparation of future outward mobile young people, and  
→ national mobility grants, as well as  
→ Leonardo top-up grants,  

are often regarded as effective. 

There are no ratings for measures to increase inward mobility since they are not relevant for 
promoting the participation of traditionally non-mobile groups of young people. 

4.1.3. Effective measures for improving the quality of mobility 

Higher education 
Amongst the measures to promote outward mobility in higher education: 
→ general language courses, and  
→ specific linguistic preparation of future mobile students,  

are most often rated as effective for improving the quality of mobility. In addition, the 
availability of national mobility grants is ranked as effective in a number of cases.  

Amongst the measures to promote inward mobility: 
→ individual lectures in foreign languages, and  
→ specific guidance for foreign students,  

are most often regarded as effective means to improve the quality of mobility experiences.  
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Vocational education and training 
Amongst the measures to promote outward mobility,  
→ specific linguistic preparation of future mobile young people,  
→ general language courses, and  
→ national mobility grants,  

are the measures most often rated highly to increase the quality of education and training periods 
abroad.  

Amongst the measures to promote inward mobility: 
→ specific guidance for foreign young people in vocational education, and  
→ training and whole training programmes in foreign languages,  

are those which were most often rated as effective by experts for increasing the quality of 
student mobility. 

4.1.4. Efficient measures to promote mobility 

Higher education  
Amongst the measures to promote recognition, a relatively high number of experts rate:  
→ information and transparency measures,  

as efficient. The lowest number of high ratings is given to double degree programmes.  

Amongst the measures to promote outward mobility:  
→ the transportability of study aid for study periods and for attending full programmes abroad, 

and  
→ supplementary mobility aid for long and short stays abroad,  

are most often regarded as efficient. General language courses also score relatively high.  

Amongst the measures to promote inward mobility:  
→ specific guidance for foreign students, and  
→ the marketing of national universities and study programmes abroad,  

are most often rated as efficient. They are followed by two language-related measures: 
individual lectures in foreign languages and whole study programmes in foreign languages.  

Vocational education and training  
Amongst the measures to promote recognition, pertaining to higher education, a relatively high 
number of experts rate: 
→ information and transparency measures,  

as efficient, and the lowest number of high ratings is given to double degree programmes.  

Amongst the measures to promote outward mobility: 
→ the specific linguistic preparation of students and pupils who pass a training period abroad, 

and  
→ national mobility grants for training periods abroad lasting up to one year,  

are most often regarded as efficient. Also, the transportability of training aid was in some cases 
rated high with respect to efficiency. 

Amongst the measures to promote inward mobility:  
→ specific guidance for foreign young people,  

is in most cases judged as efficient. Whole training programmes in foreign languages received a 
comparatively high number of high ratings as well.  
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4.1.5. Summary and benchmarks 

In general, the survey results for higher education suggest that a strong political commitment to 
the overall increase of study mobility is widespread across Europe. As far as increasing 
participation of traditionally non-mobile home students is concerned, however, a strong 
commitment was only reported for Denmark. With respect to improving the quality of study 
periods abroad commitment seems to be, at most, moderate. Again Denmark and also Austria 
are positive exceptions in this respect. 

Similarly, there is a widespread political commitment to the increase of the overall mobility in 
the area of vocational education and training. Again, it is moderate with respect to an increasing 
participation of traditionally non-mobile students as well as the quality of vocational and 
training periods abroad. Finland and Lithuania are positive exceptions to the rule in the latter 
respect. 

Four points come out of the assessment of measures by national experts: 

 The assessment of individual measures is relatively similar for higher education and 
vocational education and training. This may partly be due to the fact that the reform 
agenda for vocational education and training has to a large degree been adapted from 
the reforms undertaken in higher education. 

 Measures which were characterized as effective in the survey belong to several of the 
thematic areas identified in chapter II. They concern, above all, recognition, and the 
areas of „information, marketing and transparency of education systems“, financial 
and non-financial support to mobile students, and the removal of language barriers. 

 Measures which were characterized as efficient in the survey primarily concern the 
thematic areas of „removal of language and cultural obstacles“, „information, 
marketing and transparency of education systems“, and „financial and non-financial 
support to mobile students“. Thus, with the exception of recognition, there are 
especially efficient measures in the same thematic areas as especially effective 
measures. 

 All measures which the experts assessed as efficient were also seen as effective for 
the general increase of student mobility, but not necessarily for the quality of study 
abroad or the participation of traditionally non-mobile groups. Obviously, not all 
effective measures are necessarily cost effective (efficient). 

With respect to quality standards (benchmarks) for the evaluation of national mobility 
instruments, it can be said that, in principle, measures should be effective. According to the 
survey results, the following aspects are relevant for effective mobility promotion: 

 In principle, measures can be considered as effective if they have a relatively high 
impact on a particular objective. Effectiveness of individual measures may be 
enhanced by strategically combining and specifically adapting them to socio-political 
conditions in a particular country.  

 Measures that experts identified as particularly effective to increase the overall 
participation in mobility are characterized by a broad remit. They can be directly 
used/accessed by large numbers of potentially mobile students.  

 Measures which were identified as effective for increasing the participation of 
traditionally non-mobile students have similar general characteristics as those to 
increase the overall participation in mobility, but specifically concern hitherto non-
participating/socially disadvantaged target groups (for example, study aid). 
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 Measures for improving the quality of mobility tackle linguistic and cultural obstacles 
and thereby contributing to cultural understanding and social integration as well as to 
curricular integration.  

4.1.6. Excursus: The volume of mobility grants and participation of tertiary education 
students in mobility 

As an additional piece of information, experience from the ERASMUS programme with respect 
to the impact which the volume of the mobility grants has on the participation in student 
mobility in higher education shall be summarized. When the ERASMUS programme was 
introduced in 1987, ERASMUS grants were originally intended to fully cover the additional 
costs of studying abroad. An evaluation study of the predecessor programme of ERASMUS had 
come to the conclusion that temporary student mobility within Europe was unlikely to expand 
substantially if the future European support programme did not provide substantial financial 
assistance for the mobile students. Initially, the programme had sufficient financial resources to 
meet the expectations of its “fathers”: For the 1990/91 ERASMUS students, a representative 
survey came to the conclusion that the ERASMUS grant covered on average about 90 percent of 
the real additional costs abroad. It was found that it covered even more than the additional costs 
abroad if free rent of students living at home was considered as costs.  
 
About a decade later, however, this situation had changed fundamentally: A representative 
survey of the 1998/89 cohort showed that the ERASMUS grant at that time covered only 
slightly more than half of the additional costs of study abroad.5 In both studies, about 20 per 
cent of the mobile students reported that they faced substantial financial problems due to their 
study period abroad. The surveys did not provide information on whether the number of 
students giving up their study abroad plan for financial reasons had increased.  
 
In the 5-year period from 1998/99 to 2003/04, the average monthly ERASMUS grant has 
decreased further, especially for students from Central and Eastern Europe. On average, this 
group of students experienced a decline of 50 per cent (from over 400 € to under 200 € per 
month). Thus, it can be concluded that the financial support granted to mobile students under the 
SOCRATES/ERASMUS programme does not cover the additional costs of studying abroad. 
 
From available expert assessments, there is no conclusive evidence that the decline of funding 
for student mobility under ERASMUS would have led to a loss of interest in mobility or greater 
social selectivity in participation. For example, the social composition of ERASMUS students 
did not change substantially over the 1990s. This could be explained by the fact that temporary 
mobility in Europe had developed as a “norm” so that parents and students were more willing to 
increase their share. Moreover, the increasing “portability” of national student grants and loans 
could have partly offset the effect of declining ERASMUS support per student. 
 
Overall, it can be concluded that the incomplete funding of the additional costs of study periods 
abroad under ERASMUS does not constitute a real barrier to mobility for students from Western 
European countries. In contrast, available information suggests that both the limited financial 
support and the late provision of SOCRATES/ERASMUS funds represent a barrier for students 
from Central and Eastern European countries. 
 

                                                 
5  Cf. the summary of both studies in Teichler 2002. 
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So far, no empirical evidence has been gathered concerning the question of whether a selective 
awarding of higher mobility grants to socially disadvantaged students could help to increase the 
participation in mobility of this group of students. 
 
4.2. Efficiency in mobility promotion 
According to the specification, the study should draw conclusions on efficient ways to promote 
mobility. This section presents reflections on this issue.  
 
From the findings of the questionnaire survey, it can be said that efficient ways to promote 
mobility should make use of the well developed European instruments to facilitate recognition 
(ECTS, Diploma and Certificate Supplement, Bologna-conform study levels) and provide 
information on all relevant aspects of mobility via the internet. A further, practically cost-neutral 
instrument with important promotional impact is the transportability of study or training aid. 
Moreover, supplementary mobility aid, can reach a large target group of previously non-mobile 
students at relatively low costs. Top-up grants on European mobility grants also have relatively 
low cost, however, they are regarded as efficient instruments especially in the vocational 
education and training sector. Using mobility as an indicator for the performance-related 
calculation of university budgets or budgets of education establishments affects practically all 
students and - after its implementation - causes practically no extra costs. 
 
Giving lectures or whole study programmes in foreign languages is often possible without 
recruiting extra personnel and can attract significant additional audiences from abroad to 
universities. In the surveys, experts judged measures to improve language learning as important 
for increasing the total number of incoming students and the quality of study periods of inward 
mobile students. This holds true not only for higher education, but also for vocational education 
and training.  
 
The marketing of national universities and study programmes abroad is regarded as particularly 
efficient by national experts. By means of marketing activities, large groups of potentially 
inwards mobile students can be contacted at reasonable cost. In vocational education and 
training, language courses provided in the context of a general programme, or specifically in 
preparation of a learning period abroad, are regarded as cost effective and should therefore be 
part of efficiency-oriented strategies to promote mobility. Furthermore, according to national 
experts, national mobility grants should also be part of these strategies.  
 
In principle, the assessment of a measure as efficient may differ among countries. In some cases, 
the assessment depends on the overall scarcity of resources in a country. In other cases, it is 
dependent on the benefit attached to the additional mobility participation it leads to. The 
coordination of measures may increase the efficiency of individual mobility promotion 
instruments because a higher effect may be achieved with an equal amount of resources. 
 
Many of the relevant measures are already in the process of general implementation across EU 
Member States. This applies not only to European instruments which facilitate recognition but 
also, for example, to the transportability of study aid.  
 
With respect to other measures already established in principle, however, there is still room for 
improvement. More particularly, the possibilities of internet-based information systems, 
databases and thematic portals providing links to different websites are still not being used 
exhaustively (although many measures have been taken already). Internet-based information can 
be regarded as one of the basic pillars of efficient ways to promote mobility. It should be 
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available on all main aspects of mobility support (mobility grants, recognition procedures, 
specific language courses, study fees, social security, residence regulations, foreign education 
systems and possibilities to receive individual guidance). Ideally, such information would be 
easily accessible to young people in all different education sectors. Information could be tailored 
according to the needs of groups hitherto underrepresented in mobility, for example higher 
education students in engineering and technology subjects, or to inform on specific, rarely 
chosen destination countries. 

The expansion of specific guidance for foreign students is also an important element of an 
efficiency-oriented mobility promotion strategy which could be further expanded. It can be 
organized relatively easily by student tutors, but is valued for having an important positive 
effect on increasing the total number of incoming students and the quality of study periods of 
inward mobile students.  

If the overall objective of mobility is to enhance intercultural experience and European 
citizenship, an efficiency-oriented strategy should promote virtual, in addition to physical, 
mobility. Furthermore, internationalization at home, which is already underway in the higher 
education systems of many EU Member States, can be considered an especially efficient way of 
promoting intercultural learning.  

A certain conflict can be observed between efficient measures for the promotion of mobility and 
the increase of the quality of mobility or the participation of traditionally non-mobile groups. 
When pursuing an efficiency-oriented strategy of mobility promotion, one should try not to 
neglect the quality dimension of mobility and to give equal opportunities for participation to all 
social groups.  

For example, to ensure the quality of mobility, the removal of linguistic obstacles was regarded 
as particularly important by the experts who participated in the survey. General language 
courses and specific linguistic preparation, however, were often regarded as particularly 
efficient measures only for vocational education and training. Therefore individual courses or 
whole study programmes in foreign languages were seen by the experts as the only relevant 
intersection between efficient measures and measures relevant for the quality of mobility. 
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ANNEX: Statistical country profiles  

1. Guide to country profiles  

1.1. Data selection and presentation 
The annex provides brief statistical mobility profiles of each of the 25 EU Member States. Data 
presentation was aimed at being illustrative and analytical as well as clear and easy to read. On 
these premises, a one-page table format covering the most relevant aspects of student mobility 
was developed. This table format focuses on relational data (percentages) rather than absolute 
data. It also includes only the three most frequent countries of origin and destination of mobile 
students and their three most frequent fields of study. Because of the restricted length of the 
study, no time series of data can be presented. For the same reason, no diagrams are included 
either. 

The standard table format was applied to tertiary education and to secondary and vocational 
education in a similar way. For each aspect of mobility, the most relevant data were selected 
from the different available sources. This approach means that the various pieces of information 
presented for a particular country often relate to different base years. Data selection was also 
guided by the objective of providing the most up-to-date and complete information for each 
country. Therefore, data sources providing information for only some of the countries under 
study were used. Hence, certain parts of the table format are filled for some countries but not for 
others. Moreover, a certain piece of information presented for a particular country in many cases 
cannot be compared to the same piece of information presented for another country because 
different data sources had to be used. 

1.2. Definitions 

Mobile students 
As with similar studies, also for the purpose of this study mobile students are defined as those 
students who work or study abroad for a certain minimum of time (for example, one 
term/semester for mobile students in higher education), irrespective of formal enrolment status.  

Terminology: mobile students versus foreign nationality students 
As has been explained in chapter 2.1 of the main text, for most EU Member States, the number 
of students with foreign nationality enrolled at national education establishments is the only 
available approximation to inward mobility. Information on outgoing students is calculated on 
the basis of worldwide foreign student data. The reliability of foreign nationality as an indicator 
of mobility, however, is limited. Therefore, more reliable data on inward mobility have been 
requested from EU Member States and used for those countries which could provide them on 
the basis of information either on foreign countries of permanent residence or foreign countries 
of prior education of their students. The quality of the data presented for a particular country is 
indicated in the table headings: the terms “inward” or “outward mobile students” denote that 
good mobility data were available, whereas “foreign students” or “home nationality students 
enrolled abroad” denotes that nationality-based data are presented.  
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Education levels 
In order to identify homogenous groups of education programmes across different countries, the 
International Standard Classification of Education (ISCED) is used for statistical purposes (see 
for example UNESCO-UIS, OECD, Eurostat 2004).  

Secondary education is defined as academic secondary and comprises: 
– ISCED 2A:  Lower secondary level of education – programmes designed to prepare 

students for direct access to level 3 in a sequence which would ultimately 
prepare them for tertiary education. 

– ISCED 3A:  Upper secondary level of education – programmes designed to provide direct 
access to ISCED 5A (tertiary-level education). 

– ISCED 4A:  Post-secondary non-tertiary education – programmes designed to provide 
direct access to ISCED 5A (tertiary-level education).  

Vocational training is defined as vocational training excluding tertiary level and comprises  
– ISCED 2B:  Lower secondary level of education – programmes designed to prepare 

students for direct access to programmes at level 3C. 
– ISCED 2C:  Lower secondary level of education – programmes primarily designed for 

direct access to the labour market at the end of this level (sometimes referred 
to as ‘terminal’ programmes). 

– ISCED 3B:  Upper secondary level of education – programmes at level 3 designed to 
provide direct access to ISCED 5B. 

– ISCED 3C: Upper secondary level of education – programmes at level 3 designed to 
prepare students for direct entry into the labour market, although they also 
provide access to ISCED 4 programmes or other ISCED 3 programmes.  

– ISCED 4B:  Post-secondary non-tertiary education – programmes at level 4 designed to 
prepare students for direct entry into the labour market, although they also 
provide access to other ISCED 4 programmes.  

Tertiary education is assumed to provide education at a more advanced level than that offered at 
levels 3 and 4. It includes the following (sub-)levels: 
– ISCED 5A: First stage of tertiary education – programmes with a strong theoretical 

foundation, emphasising the liberal arts and sciences or preparing students for 
professions with high skills requirements. 

– ISCED 5B: First stage of tertiary education – programmes which are generally more 
practically/technically/occupationally specific than ISCED 5A programmes. 
Qualifications are typically shorter than those in 5A and focus on 
occupationally specific skills geared for direct entry into the labour market.  

– ISCED 6: Second stage of tertiary education – programmes that lead directly to the 
award of an advanced research qualification. Although most countries only 
have a ‘first advance research qualification (e.g. the Ph.D.), some countries do 
award an ‘intermediate’ advanced research qualification and others award a 
‘second’ advanced research qualification.  
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Ratio of mobile to resident students (“mobility rate”)  
In order to calculate comparable mobility rates for inward and outward mobility, it was 
necessary to define an identical basic group of tertiary students to which both different groups of 
mobile students (inward and outward mobile students) could be related. Therefore, it was 
decided to deviate from prior praxis of calculating mobility rates for incoming students – which 
related foreign students to all students enrolled in a country, including the foreign students 
themselves. Instead, both incoming and outgoing students were put in proportion to non-mobile 
(resident) students. As an approximation to resident students, data on home nationality students 
enrolled at national universities were used. They were calculated by subtracting foreign or 
inward mobile student numbers from full and part-time student totals. 

Countries of origin/destination of mobile students  
In the case of inward mobility, the countries listed in the country tables on overall mobility 
(tables 1 and 3 of each country profile) refer to the countries of origin of inward mobile students 
or the countries of nationality of foreign students. In the case of outward mobility, they refer to 
the foreign countries of enrolment of home nationality students (Cyprus: countries of destination 
of outward mobile students). 

Fields of study  
In some countries, for students enrolled on more than one subject, each subject has been counted 
as a separate enrolment. 

Outward/inward ratio (“mobility balance”)  
For each country under study, absolute numbers of home nationality students enrolled abroad 
were set in relation to inward mobile or foreign students in order to obtain “mobility balances”. 
An outward/inward ration below 1 denotes that a country is a net student importer, whereas an 
outward/inward ration above 1 is characteristic for net student exporting countries. 

Student mobility within Community Action Programmes  
The Socrates/Erasmus programme offers the possibility of studying abroad in another European 
country for a period of between 3 and 12 months.  

The Mobility Measure of the Leonardo da Vinci programme aims to promote co-operation 
between the world of business and that of training. Young persons in initial vocational training 
and university students can take part in “placements” which have a duration of 3 to 39 weeks in 
the case of young people undergoing initial vocational training or 13 to 52 weeks in the case of 
university students. A “placement” is a period of vocational training and/or work experience 
spent at a partner organisation in another participating country. A “placement” must form an 
integral part of the study or training programme of the participating person.  

The Socrates/Comenius programme within Comenius Language Projects supports class 
exchanges. These exchanges are open to pupils aged 14 and above. Their minimum duration is 
14 days.  
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1.3. Data sources 
For the country profiles, all different sources of student mobility data have been considered: 
European and internationally comparative data of Eurostat, OECD and UNESCO, the data base 
of the Socrates/Erasmus programme and results of specific surveys.  

Two data requests were organised specifically for this study:  
• In order to obtain more reliable mobility information than the nationality-based data 

collected by Eurostat can provide, national statistical offices were asked to provide data 
on foreign countries of residence or foreign countries of prior education of students in 
secondary, vocational and tertiary education. Eight countries could provide data for 
tertiary education and seven countries for secondary and vocational education (they are 
named below).  

• National agencies responsible for Leonardo and Socrates/Comenius were asked to 
provide most recent participation statistics.  

The country profiles also benefited from a survey organised for another European project: 
information on participation in national mobility programmes was drawn from the replies to a 
questionnaire completed by national organisations which fund student mobility in higher 
education. The results of this survey were kindly made available to the project team by the 
coordinator of the EURODATA project. 
Data were considered until mid May 2004. Asteriks in the tables indicate gaps in data 
availability. 
In detail, the different types of data used for the country profiles were drawn from the following 
sources: 

Foreign students  
Eurostat New Cronos data base:  
 http://epp.eurostat.cec.eu.int/portal/page?_pageid=1996,39139751&_dad=portal&_schema=

PORTAL&screen=welcomeref&open=/edtr/educ/educat/foreign&language= 
en&product=EU_MASTER_education_training&root=EU_MASTER_education_training&
scrollto=171 

Home nationality students enrolled abroad  
UNESCO Institute for Statistics data base:  
 http://www.uis.unesco.org/ev.php?URL_ID=5187&URL_DO=DO_TOPIC&URL_SECTIO

N=2  

Inward mobility  
The following national statistical offices provided data based on a mobility criterion other than 
foreign nationality specifically for the NATMOB study: 

Tertiary education: 
– Austria:   Statistics Austria 
– Belgium-Nl: Ministry of the Flemish Community 
– Cyprus:   Statistical Service of Cyprus  
– Ireland:   Department of Education and Science 
– Germany:   Federal Statistical Office 
– Latvia:  Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia 
– Spain:   Ministerio de Educación y Ciencia (MEC)  
– United Kingdom: Higher Education Statistics Agency (HESA) 
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Secondary education and vocational education and training: 
– Belgium-Nl: Ministry of the Flemish Community 
– Cyprus:   Statistical Service of Cyprus 
– Czech Republic: Czech Statistical Office 
– Ireland:   Department of Education and Science 
– Latvia:  Central Statistical Bureau of Latvia 
– Luxembourg: Ministère de l’Education Nationale et de la Formation Professionnelle 
– Poland:  Central Statistical Office  

Outward mobility  
Only the Statistical Service of Cyprus could provide genuine mobility data for outward mobility. 

European mobility programmes 
Erasmus:  2003/04 data (all countries): UK SOCRATES/ERASMUS council, University of 

Kent, 
2002/03 data: ERASMUS student and teacher mobility 2002 – 2003 at 

 http://europa.eu.int/comm/education/programmes/socrates/erasmus/statisti/stat14.pdf 
website  

 and more specific information from  
 BE-Nl:  Ministry of the Flemish Community 
 Denmark:  Cirius  
 Italy:  Nazionale Azione ERASMUS 
 Malta:  National Agency (SOCRATES) 
 Sweden:  International Programme Office for Education and Training 

Comenius: Data request to national agencies  

Leonardo: Data request to national agencies 

National mobility programmes 
Data are based on responses to a survey of national organisations in all EU Member States 
financing student mobility. Replies were received from the following 17 countries; the data 
received refer to the programmes of the organisations listed: 
– Austria:  Austrian Exchange Service (ÖAD) and Federal Ministry for Education, 

Science and Culture,  
– Belgium: Vlaamse Hogescholenraad (VLHORA)  
– Cyprus:  Ministry of Education and Culture, Department of Higher and Tertiary 

Education (This organisation does not provide the scholarhips itself, but it 
has prepared a collective report for the survey)  

– Czech Republic:  Foundation Nadání Josefa, Marie a Zdeňky Hlávkových (Hlavka 
Foundation)  

– Germany:  German Academic Exchange Service (DAAD), Fulbright Commission  
– Denmark:  Danida Fellowship Centre, Cirius, The Danish Rectors’ Conference, 

Danish Governement Institute of Seed Pathology for Developing 
Countries (Danida), Danish Network for Agricultural Research for 
Development (NETARD), Danish Research Agency 

– Estonia:  Ministry of Education and Research, British Council 
– Finland:  Centre for International Mobility (CIMO), The Finnish Cultural 

Foundation 
– France:  Franco-American Commission for Educational Exchange (EGIDE), 

Ministère de l’Éducation Nationale, de l’Enseignement Supérieur et de la 
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Recherche - Direction de la recherche, sous-direction de la recherche 
universitaire 

– Greece:  Directorate of International Relations in Education (IKY), Alexander S. 
Onassis Public Benefit Foundation, State Scholarships Foundation 

– Hungary: British Council Hungary, Tempus Public Foundation, Aktion Österreich-
Ungarn 

– Ireland:  Irish Research Council for the Humanities and Social Sciences (IRCHSS)  
– Lithuania:  Embassy of the United States of America, British Council, Vilnius 

Educational Advising Center (Studijų užsienyje informacijos centras, 
working in Lithuania on behalf of Central European University), 
Educational Advising Center, Public Affairs Section - U.S. Embassy 

– Netherlands:  Nuffic (the Netherlands Organization for International Cooperation in 
Higher Education), Universiteit Maastricht, Fulbright Center - Campus 
Scholarship Program 

– Sweden:  International Programme Office for Education and Training, The Swedish 
Foundation for International Cooperation in Research and Higher 
Education, The Swedish Institute 

– Slovak Republic:  Ministry for Higher Education, Science and Sport 
– United Kingdom: Marshall Aid Commemoration Commission 

1.4. Abbreviations 

Eurostat - fields of study 
– Eng.,man.&con:  Engineering, manufacturing and construction 
– Hum. & arts:  Humanities and arts 
– Soc.sc.,busin.&law: Social sciences, business and law 
– Health & soc.sc.:  Health and social sciences 
– Health & soc.serv.  Health and social services 
– Edu. sc.:   Educational sciences 

ERASMUS - fields of study 
– Business st.:  Business studies 
– Edu., teacher tr.:  Education, teacher training 
– Engin., tech.:  Engineering, technology 
– Lang.&philol.sc.:  Languages and philological sciences 
– Medical sc.:  Medical sciences 
– Natural sc.:  Natural sciences 
– Social sc.:   Social sciences 

National programmes - fields of study 
– Agricultural sc.:  Agricultural sciences 
– Comm.&inform.sc.:  Communication and information sciences 
– Edu., teacher tr.:  Education, teacher training 
– Engin., technol.:  Engineering, technology 
– Lang.&philol. sc.:  Languages and philological sciences 
– Manag., busin.:  Management, business studies 
– Medical sc.:  Medical sciences 
– Natural sc.:  Natural sciences 
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AUSTRIA 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Inward mobile tertiary students (ISCED 5A&6) and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 5-6), most recent year available 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 Change2 Female ISCED 
5A 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries3 Fields of study4  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward 

2002/035 

Inward 
2003/04 30 114 +10.3% 52.6% 88.6% 16.5% 

Italy
Germany

Turkey

22.2%
17.8%
6.1%

Soc.sc.,busin.&law 
Hum. & arts 

Eng.,man.&con. 

36.7%
20.9%
12.6%

Outward 
2002/03 
 

12 628 +5.4% * * 6.4% 
Germany

UK
USA

54.6%
10.7%
8.4%

* 

0.41 

1 Inward: students who obtained their secondary school leaving certificate abroad  
2 As compared to previous year  
3 Most frequent countries of origin or of study abroad 
4 Most frequent fields of study  
5 Ratio foreign students/home nationality students enrolled abroad (ISCED 5-6) 

Table 2:  Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 3 159 +11.4% * 

Germany
France

Italy

13.0% 
12.1% 
11.4% 

Business st. 
Lang.&philol.sc. 

Engin., tech. 

24.9% 
15.1% 
10.4% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 3 727 +12.1% * 

Spain
France

Italy

17.0% 
14.2% 
12.4% 

Business st. 
Lang.&philol.sc. 

Edu.,teacher tr. 

26.9% 
13.7% 
8.0% 

1.3 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 409 +6.8% 54.0% 

Germany
Spain

France

35.7%
10.5%
8.8% 

Not 
applicable * 

 National programmes
inward

(2002/03)
739 * 47.9% 

Slovakia
Czechia

Hungary

15.4% 
12.2% 
11.1% 

 Natural sc. 
Engin., technol. 
Manag., busin. 

16.3% 
15.4% 
9.9% 

 National programmes
outward

(2002/03)
187 * 55.3% 

Hungary
Bulgaria
Czechia

18.2% 
9.6% 
9.6% 

* 

0.25 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
3 Most frequent fields of study 
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AUSTRIA - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03  

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  68 870 * 48% 39% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year 
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad 

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile  
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 312 +4% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

 National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward

(2002/04)
466 +4% * 

Germany 
Czechia 

Spain 

27% 
17% 
14% 

EU programmes - Leonardo
 outward

(2002/04)
874 +11% 54% UK  

Germany  
26% 
17% 

1.88 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

 National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year 
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
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BELGIUM 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Inward mobile or foreign tertiary students and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 5-6), most recent year available 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 Change2 Female ISCED 
5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries3 Fields of study4 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward 

2002/035 

BE-Nl 
Inward 
2003/04 

5 057 +12.1% 46.9% 92.0% 2.9% 
Netherlands

China
Germany

32.7%
13.2%
2.7% 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law 
Humanities & arts 

Science 

20.1% 
19.1% 
18.6% 

BE-Fr 
Inward 
2002/03 

32 798 +1.2% 50.0% 49.4% 23.8% 
France

Morocco
Italy

34.3%
7.1% 
5.9% 

Health & soc.sc. 
Soc.sc.,busin.&law 
Humanities & arts 

27.2% 
18.4% 
8.9% 

Outward 
2002/03 11 502 +11.4% * * 3.5% 

France
UK

Netherlands

23.2%
20.1%
17.3%

* 

0.28 

1  Inward BE-Nl: students with permanent residence abroad  
2 As compared to previous year 
3 Most frequent countries of origin, nationality or of study abroad 
4 Most frequent fields of study  
5 Figures refer to Belgium as a whole (Flemish and French Communities) 

Table 2:  Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 4 504 +11.4% * 

Spain
Italy

France

23.6% 
14.2% 
9.4% 

Business st.
Social sciences

Lang.&philol.sc.

18.9% 
13.1% 
11.4% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 4 825 +4.4% 60.6% 

Spain
France

Italy

25.1% 
19.9% 
7.9% 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

Edu.,teacher tr.

17.9% 
13.4% 
11.6% 

1.07 

EU programmes - Leonardo inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward

(BE-Fr 2002)
203 +8.6% * 

Germany
Spain

France

12.8%
11.3%
32.5% 

Not 
applicable * 

National programmes
 inward * * * * * 

National programmes
 outward

(2002/03)
* * 63.4% 

Africa
Latin Am.

Asia

64.0%
17.5%
17.0%

* 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
3 Most frequent fields of study 
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BELGIUM - continued  

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Inward and outward mobile students in secondary and vocational education 
(ISCED 2-4) 2002/03  

 Total 
mobile 

students1 

 
Change2 

 
Female Upper 

Secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries3 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

BE-Nl  
Inward 287 * * 56% 0.6% Netherlands 99% 

Outward  * * * * * * * 

* 

1 Inward: students with permanent residence abroad  
2 As compared to previous year  
3 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad 

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 528 +100% * * 

* 

National programmes
 inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes – Leonardo
 inward 

(2002/04)
453 +48% * 

Netherlands
France

Germany

23% 
20% 
17% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002/04)
331 +15% 54% 

France 
Spain 
Italy 

22% 
16% 
12% 

0.73 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
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CYPRUS 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Inward and outward mobile tertiary students (ISCED 5-6) 2003/04 

 Total 

mobile 
students1 Change2 Female ISCED 

5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries3 Fields of study4  

Ratio 
outward/
inward 

 

Inward 5 943 +28.6% 21.7% 5.0% 39.9% 
China

Bangladesh
Pakistan

23.1%
21.0%
20.1%

Soc.sc.,busin.&law 
Services 
Science 

41.8%
36.6%
8.4% 

Outward  17 365 +6.1% 53.5% 98.1% 116.5% 
Greece

UK
USA

67.6%
15.8%
6.8% 

* 

2.92 

1  Inward: non-citizens with permanent residence abroad  
2 As compared to previous year  
3  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
4  Most frequent fields of study of all foreign students 

Table 2:  Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 62 +11.4% * 

France
Finland

Portugal

16.9% 
15.3% 
13.6% 

Business st.
Health&soc.serv.
Lang.&philol.sc.

37.1% 
14.5% 
10.8% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 64 -29.7% * 

Finland
Greece
France

21.9% 
20.3% 
14.1% 

Edu.,teacher tr.
Lang.&philol.sc.

Social sciences

37.4% 
22.0% 
15.4% 

1.08 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 10 +900.0% * 

France
UK

Greece

20.0%
20.0%
30.0% 

Not 
applicable * 

National programmes
inward

(2002/03)
5 349 * 23% 

Greece
Bulgaria

UK

5.8% 
1.3% 
1.2% 

Manag., busin. 
Comm.&inform.sc.

Engin., technol.

36% 
8% 
2% 

National programmes outward
(2002/03) 16 374 * 54% 

Greece
UK

Bulgaria

64.7% 
17.0% 
2.4% 

Humanities
Manag., busin.
Social sciences

12% 
12% 
12% 

3.06 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
3  Most frequent fields of study  
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CYPRUS - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Inward and outward mobile students in secondary and vocational education 
(ISCED 2-4) 2002/03  

 Total 
mobile 

students1 

 
Change2 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries3 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward 147 * * * 0.2% 
Lebanon
Bulgaria

Iran

39% 
16% 
16% 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1  Inward: students with permanent residence abroad  
2 As compared to previous year  
3  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward  * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward  62 +72% * * 

* 

National programmes  
inward * * * * 

National programmes  
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002/04)
193 +302% * 

Germany
UK

Belgium

45% 
20% 
9% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002/04)
40 +900% 48% 

Greece 
UK 

Germany 
Italy 

25% 
25% 
25% 
25% 

0.21 

 National programmes 
 inward * * * * 

 National programmes  
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
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CZECH REPUBLIC 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward 

Inward 10 338 +6.0% 58.7% 96.2% 3.7% 
Slovakia
Romania
Ukraine

67.1%
3.0%
2.9%

Soc sc.,busin.&law 
Health&soc.serv. 
Eng.,man.&con. 

31.6%
26.1%
14.1%

Outward 6 800 +15.5% * * 2.5% 
Germany

USA
France

34.4%
17.4%
8.6%

* 

0.68 

1 As compared to previous year 
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad 
3 Most frequent fields of study 

Table 2:  Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 1 298 +33,8% * 

Germany
France
Spain

16.9% 
16.8% 
13.8% 

Business st.
Engin., tech.

Social sciences

18.4%
13.5%
13.4%

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 3 589 +19.6% * 

Germany
France
Spain

25.9% 
14.2% 
8.0% 

Business st.
Engin., tech.

Lang.&philol.sc.

16.3%
13.4%
12.9%

2.92 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 243 +89.9% * 

Austria
Germany

Sweden

16.5%
25.5%
11.9% 

Not 
applicable * 

National programmes
 inward * * * * * 

National programmes
outward

(2002/03)
131 * 47% 

France
UK

Switzerland

11.0% 
11.0% 
5.0% 

Engin., technol.
Natural sc.

Art & design

19.0%
17.0%
13.0%

* 

1 As compared to previous year 
2 Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
3  Most frequent fields of study  
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CZECH REPUBLIC - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Inward and outward mobile students in secondary and vocational education 
(ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 

 
Change2 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries3 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  635 * * 100% 0.1% * 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1  Inward: students with permanent residence abroad 
2  As compared to previous year  
3   Most frequent countries of origin or of destination 

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total  

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes – Comenius
 inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 325 0 * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
 outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes – Leonardo
 inward 

(2002-2004)
218 -23% * Germany

Spain
54% 
16% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
704 +24% 55% Germany 

Austria 
43% 
12% 

3.23 

 National programmes
 inward * * * * 

 National programmes
outward 140 * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
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DENMARK 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 
students Change1 Female ISCED  

5A&6  

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/
inward 

Inward  18 120 +25.1% 54.1% 85.8% 9.9% 
Norway
Iceland

China (incl.HK)

8.4% 
6.0% 
5.8% 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law 
Health&soc.serv. 

Humanities & arts 

30.2% 
17.5% 
16.6% 

Outward  6 733 -9.5% * * 3.7% 
UK

Sweden
USA

25.8%
14.8%
13.4%

* 

0.37 

1 As compared to previous year 
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad 
3 Most frequent fields of study 

Table 2:  Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 3 393 +17.5% 53.9%

Spain
France

Germany

17.3%
15.1%
12.4%

Engin., tech.
Business st.

Social sciences

30.1% 
22.6% 
9.9% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 1 686 -8.6% 65.2%

UK
Germany

France

19.6%
17.9%
15.4%

Business st.
Lang.&philol. sc.

Social sciences

21.6% 
20.5% 
10.1% 

0.51 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward * * * * 

Not 
applicable * 

 National programmes 
inward

(2002/03)
391 * 43.5%

Poland
Estonia

Italy

5.9% 
3.6% 
3.6% 

Agricultural sc.
Medical sciences
Natural sciences

21.2% 
16.9% 
11.8% 

 National programmes
outward 

(2002/03)
137 * 56.6%

Italy
Russia
Spain

Poland

8.8% 
5.8% 
5.1% 
5.1% 

Lang.&philol. sc.
Humanities

Social sciences
Agricultural sc.

28.5% 
13.9% 
12.4% 
12.4% 

0.35 

1 As compared to previous year 
2 Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
3  Most frequent fields of study  
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DENMARK - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  20 423 * 51% 53% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 
* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad 

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 
EU programmes - Comenius 

inward * * * * 

EU programmes – Comenius
 outward 272 -27% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 263 * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes – Leonardo
 inward 

(2002-2004)
339 +14% * 

Germany 
Netherlands 

Norway 

38% 
13% 
10% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
248 -38% 60% 

UK 
Germany 

Spain 

34% 
13% 
12% 

0.73 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 1 041 * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year 
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  

Observations 
– National programmes within secondary education: In 2004, 263 pupils participated in the Nordplus junior 

programme (both equally through class exchange and practical training). This programme spans across seven 
Nordic countries (Denmark, Sweden, Finland, Norway, Iceland, Faeroe Islands and Greenland). 

– National programmes within vocational training: In 2004, 930 students partook in the Danish programme PIU. 
Moreover, another 111 students also participated in the Nordplus junior programme (mainly as practical 
training).  
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ESTONIA 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6), most recent year available  

 Total 
mobile 

students1 Change2 Female ISCED 
5A&6  

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries3 Fields of study4  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward 

2002/03 

Inward 

2003/04 830 -23.9% 46.7% 96.3% 1.3% 
Finland 
Latvia 

Lithuania 

30.5% 
17.1% 
12.9%

* 

Outward 
2002/03 2 399 -38.1% * * 3.7% 

Germany 
Finland 

USA 

26.1% 
22.0% 
12.4%

* 

2.20 

1 Inward: students with country of permanent residence abroad 
2  As compared to previous year 
3 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
4 Most frequent fields of study 

Table 2:  Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 166 -2.4% * 

Finland
Italy

Germany

22.0%
17.6%
15.7%

Business st.
Art & design

Lang.&philol sc.

30.7% 
16.3% 
15.7% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 305 +0.3% * 

Germany
Finland
France

19.3%
15.4%
13.8%

Lang.&philol sc.
Business st.

Art & design

16.7% 
15.4% 
15.4% 

1.9 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 50 +72.4% * 

Germany
Netherlands

UK

26.0%
16.0%
20.0%

Not 
applicable * 

National programmes 
inward

(2002/03)
97 * 64.9% 

Russia
Hungary
Czechia

Denmark

87.6%
5.2%
2.1%
2.1%

Lang.&philol sc. 
Law 

Social sciences 

32.0%
11.3%
9.3%

National programmes
outward 

(2002/03)
28 * 71.4% 

Denmark
UK

Hungary

39.3%
25.0%
17.9%

Social sciences 
Lang.&philol. sc. 
Manag.,busin. st. 
Medical sciences 

25.0%
21.4%
10.7%
10.7%

0.29 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study  
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ESTONIA - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  

Outward  

No data available 

1 As compared to previous year 
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 20 * * * 

* 

National programmes
 inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004) 
87 +71% * 

Finland 
Germany 

Latvia 

48% 
28% 
13% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004) 
91 +34% 45% 

Finland 
Germany 
Norway 

41% 
27% 
11% 

1.05 

 National programmes 
inward * * * * 

 National programmes  
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
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FINLAND 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6  

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries2 Fields of study3 

Ratio 
outward/
inward 

Inward  7 361 +8.9% 46.5% 99.9% 2.6% 
China (incl HK)

Russia
Sweden

15.0%
14.7%
7.6% 

Eng.,man.&con.
Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Humanities & arts

29.2%
25.2%
18.3%

Outward  10 430 +4.9% * * 3.7% 
Sweden

UK
Germany

38.9%
21.0%
9.1% 

* 

1.42 

1 As compared to previous year 
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad 
3 Most frequent fields of study 

Table 2:  Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 4 930 +11.2% * 

Germany 
France 
Spain 

19.5% 
15.4% 
10.6% 

Business st. 
Engin., tech. 

Social sciences 

32.9% 
13.2% 
9.7% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 3 952 +16.2% * 

Germany 
UK 

Spain 

16.6% 
14.0% 
12.1% 

Business st. 
Engin., tech. 

Social sciences 
Lang.&philol.sc. 

33.8% 
11.3% 
8.2% 
8.1% 

0.83 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

* * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002) 
179 +35.6% * 

Belgium
Germany

France

10.1% 
18.4% 
10.1% 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward 

(2002/03) 
500 * 60.0% 

Russia
Hungary

Poland

40.0.% 
5.0% 
4.0% 

Natural sc. 
Lang.& philol. sc. 

Humanities 

21.0% 
15.0% 
12.0% 

National programmes outward 
(2002/03) 255 * 61.6% 

Russia
UK

Belgium

23.1% 
8.6% 
7.1% 

Humanities 
Social sciences 

Medical sciences 

20.0% 
19.6% 
12.2% 

0.51 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3 Most frequent fields of study 
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FINLAND - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  6 783 * 53% 99% 1.3% Russia
Estonia

35% 
17% 

Outward  * * * * * * 
* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 
EU programmes - Comenius  

inward * * * * 

EU programmes – Comenius 
 outward 343 -52% * * 

* 

National programmes  
inward * * * * 

National programmes  
outward 190 * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo  
inward  

(2002-2004) 
1 032 +24% * Germany

Spain
20% 
17% 

EU programmes - Leonardo  
outward  

(2002-2004) 
499 +24% 63% 

Germany 
UK 

Spain 

22% 
16% 
11% 

0.48 

 National programmes  
inward * * * * 

 National programmes  
outward 538 * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year 
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  

Observations 
– National programmes with secondary education: In 2004, 190 pupils took part in the Nordplus junior 

programme (almost all as practical training). This programme spans across seven Nordic countries (Denmark, 
Sweden, Finland, Norway, Iceland, Faeroe Islands and Greenland). 

– National programmes with vocational training: In 2004, 538 students participated in the Nordplus junior 
programme (mainly as practical training).  
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FRANCE 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  221 567 +33.9% 48.7% 93.1% 11.7% 
Morocco

Algeria
China (incl. HK)

15.7% 
8.3% 
4.8% 

* 

Outward  53 188 +6.6% * * 2.8% 
UK

Belgium
USA

23.5% 
21.5% 
13.6% 

* 

0.24 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study 

Table 2:  Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3, 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 20 251 +7.5% * 

Germany 
Spain 
Italy 

20.8% 
17.7% 
14.9% 

Business st.
Lang.&phil. sc.
Social sciences

21.9% 
18.6% 
11.0%

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 21 008 +8.5% * 

Spain 
UK 

Germany 

24.4% 
22.2% 
13.4% 

Business st.
Lang.&phil. sc.

Engin., tech.

31.5% 
17.5% 
13.8%

1.09 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2003) 
772 -61.1% * 

Germany
Spain

UK

11.7% 
11.8% 
11.5% 

Not 
applicable * 

National programmes 
 inward 

(2002/03) 
3 777 * 32.3% * 

Natural sciences
Business

Engin., technol.

17.1% 
14.9% 
14.1%

National programmes 
outward 

(2002/03) 
750 * * 

Hungary
Poland

Czechia

9.7% 
7.1% 
5.2% 

Lang.&philol. sc.
Social sciences

Natural sciences

26.0% 
18.4% 
15.2%

0.20 

1 As compared to previous year 
2 Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study  
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FRANCE - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  243 310 * * 38% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total mobile 

students Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 
EU programmes - Comenius 

inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 2 919 -30% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)
2 041 +23% * 

Italy 
Germany 

Spain 

20% 
18% 
11% 

* 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
1 574 +43% 44% 

UK  
Spain  
Italy  

25% 
17% 
11% 

0.77 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 2 000 * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  

Observations 

– National programmes within vocational training: In 2004, 2 000 students participated in a bilateral programme 
with Germany (Deutsch-Französischer Austausch in der beruflichen Bildung) 
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GERMANY 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1: Inward mobile tertiary students (ISCED 5A) and students with home  
 nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 5-6), most recent year available 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 Change2 Female 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries3 Fields of study4  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward 

2002/035 

Inward 
2003/04 208 072 +9.1% 50.2% 11.7% 

China (incl. HK)
Poland

Bulgaria

11.0% 
6.0% 
5.5% 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law 
Humanities & arts 

Eng.,man.&con. 

28.1% 
23.2% 
18.5% 

Outward 
2002/03 62 821 +10.2% * 3.1% 

UK
USA

France

20.9% 
14.8% 
11.0% 

* 

0.26 

1  Inward: students who obtained their secondary school leaving certificate abroad  
2 As compared to previous year  
3 Most frequent countries of origin or of study abroad 
4 Most frequent fields of study 
5 Ratio foreign students/home nationality students enrolled abroad (ISCED 5-6) 

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 16 859 +4.7% * 

France 
Spain 
Italy 

17.2% 
15.7% 
12.3% 

Business st.
Engin., tech.

Lang.&philol.sc.

19.9% 
14.1% 
20.7% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 20 710 +12.1% * 

Spain 
France 

UK 

20.9% 
19.3% 
15.3% 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

Social sciences

24.6% 
17.4% 
9.7% 

1.27 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

* * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward * * * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward 

(2002/03) 
7 373 * 46.9% 

Poland
France

Hungary

5.1% 
2.7% 
2.4% 

Lang.&philol. sc.
Commun.&inform.sc.

Engin.,technol.

18.0% 
15.2% 
10.8% 

National programmes 
outward 

(2002/03) 
3 904 * 42.6%

UK
France

Italy

11.0% 
6.8% 
3.3% 

Lang.&philol. sc.
Manag., busin. 

Natural sciences

18.3% 
17.7% 
10.9% 

0.53 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study  
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GERMANY - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  724 175 * 48% 24% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 
* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total  

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 
EU programmes - Comenius 

inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 1 590 -34% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

 * 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)
2 965 +50% * 

Poland 
Spain 

Czechia 

18% 
11% 
9% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
3 821 +0% 56% 

UK 
Italy 

France 

33% 
10% 
10% 

1.29 

 National programmes
inward * * * * 

 National programmes
outward 2 720 * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  

Observations 
– National programmes within vocational training: In 2004 2 000 students partook in a bilateral programme with 

France (Deutsch-Französischer Austausch in der beruflichen Bildung). Moreover, 140 students also 
participated respectively in bilatateral programmes with the Czech Republic (A Je To), the Netherlands 
(BAND) and Norway (Gjor Det). In addition, 80 students went to the United Kingdom as part of the Training 
Bridge programme. Finally, there are also mobility projects with Poland and Hungary (with respectively 140 
and 80 students taking part).  
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GREECE 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6  

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  12 456 +44.6% * 76.6% 2.3% 
Cyprus

Albania
Bulgaria

80.7% 
5.8% 
1.7% 

* 

Outward  50 284 -3.7% * * 9.2% 
UK

Italy
Germany

44.7% 
15.9% 
15.5% 

* 

4.0 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2:  Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 1 593 +3.1% * 

France
Italy

Spain

14.5% 
12.0% 
11.8% 

Business st. 
Social sciences 

Engin., tech. 

16.1%
9.5%
9.4%

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 2 385 +12.8% * 

France
Spain

Germany

17.6% 
15.7% 
14.9% 

Lang.&philol.sc. 
Social sciences 

Business st. 

15.4%
15.2%
14.7%

1.58 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

* * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002)
153 +292.3% 52.3% 

Germany
UK

France

11.8% 
18.3% 
24.8% 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward

(2002/03)
274  37.6% 

Romania
Palestine
Bulgaria
Ukraine

15.7% 
9.1% 
7.7% 
7.7% 

Lang.&philol.sc. 
Humanities 
Medical sc. 

22.2%
20.1%
12.8%

National programmes 
outward 

(2002/03)
634  50.6% 

UK
France

Germany

68.5% 
7.6% 
4.6% 

Art & design 
Humanities 
Medical sc. 

15.6%
10.6%
9.5%

2.31 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study  
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GREECE - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  

Outward  

No data available 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total  

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 174 -43% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward

(2002-2004)
123 -17% * 

UK 
France 

Romania 

24% 
13% 
12% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
572 -13% 64% 

Spain 
UK 

France 
Germany 

31% 
20% 
13% 
13% 

4.65 

National programmes 
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
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HUNGARY 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries2 Fields of study3 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward 

Inward  12 226 +3.8% 46.2% 99.8% 3.2% 
Romania
Slovakia

Serbia 

25.7% 
20.0% 
9.8% 

Soc.sc.,busin&law 
Health & soc.serv. 

Eng.,man.&con. 
Humanities & arts 

21.9%
21.5%
14.3%
14.2%

Outward  8 237 +6.6% * * 2.1% 
Germany

Austria
USA

38.8% 
15.5% 
14.6% 

* 

0.69 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 951 +11.1% 49% 

Germany
France

Finland

18.6% 
18.4% 
17.6%

Business st.
Art & design
Engin., tech.

Social sciences

32.7% 
9.6% 
9.6% 
9.4% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 2 058 +12.5% 65% 

Germany
France

Italy

27.5% 
13.4% 
11.0%

Business st.
Lang.&philol. sc.

Social sciences

21.9% 
12.1% 
9.7% 

2.16 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

* * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 282 +43.6% * 

Germany
Spain

France

12.1%
8.5% 
6.4% 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward 

(2002/03) 
44 * 63.3% 

Austria
UK

Poland

38.6%
22.7%
13.6%

Manag., busin. 
Lang.&philol. sc.

Humanities

38.6% 
15.9% 
11.4% 

National programmes 
outward 

(2002/03) 
142 * 72.5% 

Austria
Germany

Netherlands 
Italy
UK

53.5%
6.3% 
5.6% 
5.6% 
5.6% 

Educ., teacher tr.
Manag., busin. 

Lang.&philol. sc.

33.1% 
19.7% 
19.7% 

3.23 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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HUNGARY - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  8 722 * 50% 52% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 
* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total  

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 
EU programmes - Comenius 

inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 468 +67% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)
384 +65% * 

Germany 
Spain 

France 

35% 
17% 
14% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
372 -35% 57% 

Germany 
UK 

Finland 

41% 
16% 
12% 

0.97 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 240 * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  

Observations 
– National programmes within vocational training: In 2004, 160 students partook in a Hungarian programme 

aimed at encouraging mobility of students from less-privileged backgrounds (Szakiskolai Mobilitási 
Program). A further 350 students are forecast to participate in this programme over the next two years (2005-
2006). Finally, 80 students also participated in 2004 in projects with Germany. 
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IRELAND 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Inward mobile tertiary students and students with home nationality enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 Change2 Female ISCED 
5A&6  

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries3 Fields of study4  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  10 201 +10.8% 50.3% * 6.0% 
UK

USA
China (incl. HK)

20.9% 
19.1% 
6.6% 

* 

Outward  15 823 +7.3% * * 9.2% 
UK

USA
France

77.8% 
6.7% 
4.1% 

* 

1.53 

1 Inward: students with permanent residence abroad  
2 As compared to previous year  
3 Most frequent countries of origin or of study abroad 
4 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 3 584 +3.2% * 

France
Germany

Spain

31.5% 
27.0% 
15.0% 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

Engin., tech.

37.3% 
17.4% 
10.1% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 1 705 +4.8% * 

France
Germany

Spain

32.7% 
17.1% 
17.1% 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

Social sciences

35.3% 
17.6% 
13.5% 

0.48 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward * * * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward 

(2002/03) 
17 * 93.8% 

Italy
UK

Germany
Spain

23.5% 
17.6% 
11.8% 
11.8% 

Social sciences
Humanities

50% 
50% 

National programmes 
outward 

(2002/03) 
* * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study  
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IRELAND - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Inward and outward mobile students in secondary and vocational education 
(ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 

 
Change2 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries3 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  3 428 * 55% 37% 1.0% 

Spain
UK

Germany
Nigeria

14% 
12% 
9% 
8% 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1  Inward: students with prior education in a foreign country. Moreover, there are 1 475 Irish citizens who are enrolled in schools in Ireland but 
studied abroad previously 

2  As compared to previous year  
3  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total mobile 

students Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

Secondary Education 
EU programmes - Comenius 

inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 131 -10% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 46 * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2001-2003)
777 -12% * 

Spain 
Italy 

France 

34% 
28% 
12% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2001-2003)
105 -29% 56% 

Italy 
Germany 

Finland 

29% 
26% 
18% 

0.14 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  

Observations 
– National programmes within secondary education: In 2003, 46 pupils participated in a bilateral programme 

with the United Kingdom (East West schools). 
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ITALY 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  36 137 +27.0% 56.0% 96.4% 1.9% 
Greece

Albania
Germany

22.1%
18.3%
3.3%

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Health & soc.serv.
Humanities & arts

29.9%
27.1%
17.8%

Outward  43 061 +4.6% * * 2.3% 
Germany

Spain
Austria

18.6%
14.7%
14.3%

* 

1.19 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 12 712 +15.8% * 

Spain
Germany

France

34.9%
14.4%
12.7%

Lang.&philol.sc.
Business st.

Social sciences

16.3% 
12.1% 
11.1% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 16 829 +10.5% 59.1% 

Spain
France

Germany

33.8%
17.0%
11.8%

Lang.&philol.sc.
Social sciences

Business st.

19.9% 
13.2% 
11.7% 

1.38 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward * * * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes
inward

(2002/03)
* * * * * 

National programmes 
outward 

(2002/03)
* * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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ITALY - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  90 797 * 47% 38% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total  

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 2 600 +27% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)
1 746 +6% * 

Spain 
Germany 

France 

24% 
23% 
10% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
1 846 +3% 53% 

France 
Ireland 

Spain 

23% 
15% 
13% 

1.06 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
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LATVIA 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Inward mobile tertiary students and students with home nationality enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6), most recent year available 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 Change2 Female ISCED 
5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries3 Fields of study4  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward 
2002/03 

Inward 
2003/04 1 298 * * 48.5% 1.1% 

Lithuania
Russia

Estonia

41.4% 
21.3% 
7.4% 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law 
Health & soc.serv. 
Humanities & arts 

71.0%
12.1%
5.9% 

Outward 
2002/03 2 572 -15.0% * * 2.2% 

Germany
USA

Estonia

33.5% 
17.4% 
11.9% 

* 

1.08 

1  Inward: students with permanent residence abroad 
2 As compared to previous year  
3 Most frequent countries of origin or of study abroad 
4 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 65 +44.4% * 

Germany
Finland

Netherlands

37.7% 
14.8% 
9.8% 

Business st. 
Social sciences 

Art & design 

30.7%
24.6%
9.2% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 308 +32.8% * 

Germany
Finland
Sweden

36.0% 
13.6% 
10.4% 

Business st. 
Social sciences 

Art & design 

28.6%
12.6%
10.1%

5.0 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

* * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 71 +73.1% * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward * * * * * 

National programmes 
outward * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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LATVIA - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Inward and outward mobile students in secondary and vocational education 
(ISCED 2-4) 2003/04 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 

 
Change2 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries3 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  250 * * 51% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1  Inward: students with permanent residence abroad  
2 As compared to previous year  
3  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total mobile 

students Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes – Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes – Comenius 
outward 175 +65% * * 

* 

National programmes 
inward * * * * 

National programmes 
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)
44 -29% * Germany 

Spain 
64% 
11% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
156 +46% 44% Germany 

Finland 
29% 
26% 

3.55 

National programmes 
inward * * * * 

National programmes 
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 
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LITHUANIA 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 
students Change1 Female ISCED 

5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward 

Inward  689 +0.7% 25.3% 97.8% 0.4% 
Lebanon

Israel
Palestine

21.5% 
8.9% 
8.4% 

Health & soc.serv.
Eng.,man.&con.

Soc.sc.,busin.&law

29.9%
25.2%
21.5%

Outward 4 817 -13.4% * * 2.8% 
Germany

USA
Poland

30.4% 
13.4% 
13.0% 

* 

6.99 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 216 +63.6% * 

Germany
Italy

Portugal
France

23.6% 
13.5% 
12.5% 
12.0% 

Business st.
Law

Engin., tech.

16.2% 
15.7% 
14.4% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 1 194 +19.2% * 

Germany
Finland

Denmark
Sweden

24.6% 
15.1% 
12.1% 
10.1% 

Business st.
Engin., tech.

Social sciences

20.2% 
15.8% 
8.1% 

5.74 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward * * * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward * * * * * 

National programmes 
outward 

(2002/03)
54 * 53.7% 

Hungary
Switzerland

USA

38.9% 
37.0% 
13.0% 

Social sciences 
Natural sciences 

Law 

51.9%
14.8%
13.0%

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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LITHUANIA - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 
students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  

Outward  

No data available 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total mobile 

students Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 245 +104% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes – Leonardo
 inward 

(2002-2004)
51 +113% * 

Germany 
Italy 

Belgium 

25% 
25% 
18% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
142 +49% 41% 

Germany 
Finland 

Italy 

54% 
29% 
12% 

2.78 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
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LUXEMBOURG 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 
students Change1 Female ISCED 

5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident
tertiary 
students 

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  * * * * * * * 

Outward  6 513 +6.4% * * * 
Germany

France
Belgium

30.1% 
26.5% 
19.8% 

* 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 14 +7.7% * 

France
Germany

Austria

42.8%
21.4%
21.4%

Edu.,teacher tr. 
Lang.&philol. sc. 

Engin.,tech. 

42.8% 
21.4% 
21.4% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 

(2002/03)
36 -69.7% * 

France
Belgium
Slovakia

38.9%
41.6%
19.4%

Edu.,teacher tr. 
Social sciences 

Business st. 

29.4% 
16.0% 
11.8% 

* 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward * * * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward * * * * * 

National programmes 
outward * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study  
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LUXEMBOURG - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Inward and outward mobile students in secondary and vocational education 
(ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 

 
Change2 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries3 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  125 * * 82% 0.4% * 

Outward * * * * * * 

* 

1  Inward: non-citizens with permanent residence abroad  
2 As compared to previous year  
3  Most frequent countries of origin or of destination 

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total mobile 

students Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes – Comenius
 outward 21 -62% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)
9 -36% * 

France 
Netherlands 

Austria 

78% 
11% 
11% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
63 0% 52% 

France 
Belgium 

Germany 

56% 
16% 
10% 

7.0 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
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MALTA 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6  

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward 

Inward  409 +16.9% 57.7% 96.3% 4.8% 
China (incl. HK)

Russia
Bulgaria

16.1%
13.9%
6.4% 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law 
Health & soc.serv. 
Humanities & arts 

59.2%
13.2%
12.7%

Outward  625 -39.8% * * 7.3% 
UK

Germany
Spain

60.8%
8.8% 
8.2% 

* 

1.52 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 250 +23.8% * 

Italy 
France 

Germany 

30.1% 
18.2% 
11.9%

Medical sciences
Business studies
Social sciences

19.6%
16.4%
12.8%

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 119 +65.3% 67.0% 

Italy 
UK 

Germany 
Ireland 

43.7% 
18.5% 
5.0% 
5.0% 

Medical sciences
Law

Edu., teacher tr.

26.9%
26.1%
9.2% 

0.5 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

* * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward * * * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward * * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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MALTA - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  644 * 44% 15% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total  

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 10 -67% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)
124 +417% * 

Spain 
UK 

Netherlands 

20% 
15% 
12% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
49 +23% 47% 

UK 
Denmark 

France 
Italy 

20% 
20% 
20% 
20% 

0.40 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
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THE NETHERLANDS 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 
students Change1 Female ISCED 

5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  20 531 + 8.8% 53.9% 99.5% 4.1% 
Germany
Belgium
Morocco

25.6% 
9.7% 
8.1% 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Health & soc.serv.
Humanities & arts

45.7% 
14.3% 
12.7% 

Outward  12 486 +8.7% * * 2.5% 
Belgium

UK
Germany

22.1% 
18.9% 
15.1% 

* 

0.61 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 6 724 +5.8% * 

Spain 
France 

Germany 

20.2% 
14.3% 
13.8% 

Business studies 
Social sciences 

Law 

28.0%
12.0%
9.4% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 4 389 +3.5% * 

Spain 
UK 

France 

20.7% 
14.5% 
12.4% 

Business studies 
Social sciences 
Edu.,teacher tr. 

23.6%
21.9%
10.1%

0.65 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

* * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward * * * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward

(2002/03)
759 * 38.0% * * 

National programmes 
outward 

(2002/03)
924 * 61.5% 

UK
Germany

Spain

11.5%
1.9%
1.3%

Medical sciences 
Manag., busin. 
Social sciences 

30.3%
23.4%
9.1% 

1.22 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study  

  



Student Mobility  

PE 361.212 88

THE NETHERLANDS - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  79 292 * * 0% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 
* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 
EU programmes - Comenius 

inward * * * * 

EU programmes – Comenius
 outward 668 +21% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 17 305 * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)

540 0% * 

Germany 
UK 

Czechia 
Slovakia 

17% 
13% 
10% 
10% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
789 +31% 54% 

UK 
Germany 
Belgium 

28% 
14% 
13% 

1.46 

National programmes 
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 175 * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  

Observations 
– National programmes within secondary education: In 2003, over 17 305 pupils took part in the Dutch 

programme Pluvo.  
– National programmes within vocational training: Up until recently there existed two Dutch programme that 

allowed a large number of students to go abroad for placements. Around 5 000 students participated in the 
Onbegrensd Talent programme each year and nearly 2 000 took part in the GSP programme. However, the 
former ceased in 2002 as was the case for the latter four years earlier (1998). There remains only a bilateral 
programme with Germany (BAND) where less than 200 students take part.  
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POLAND 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6), most recent year available 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward 
2002/03 

Inward 
2003/04 8 118 +6.7% 55.2% 99.9% 0.4% 

Ukraine
Belarus

Lithuania

23.2% 
14.4% 
6.7% 

Soc.sc., busin.&law
Humanities & arts
Health & soc.serv.

35.7% 
21.1% 
21.0% 

Outward 
2002/03 26 267 +18.3% * * 1.3% 

Germany
France

USA

51.9% 
11.6% 
10.4% 

* 

3.45 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 1 456 +46.2% * 

Germany
France

Italy
Spain

28.7%
22.8%
12.8%
12.6%

Business studies
Social sciences

Engin., tech.

28.4% 
16.4% 
10.2% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 6 276 +15.8% * 

Germany
France
Spain
Italy

29.8%
13.6%
8.7%
7.7%

Business studies
Social sciences

Engin., tech.

21.4% 
14.8% 
11.9% 

4.55 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward

(2004)
26 -10.3% * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward * * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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POLAND - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Inward and outward mobile students in secondary and vocational education 
(ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 

 
Change2 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries3 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  449 * * * 0.01% * 

Outward  * * * * * * 
* 

1  Inward: non-citizens with permanent residence abroad  
2  As compared to previous year  
3  Most frequent countries of origin or destination 

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational training receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 
EU programmes - Comenius 

inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 1 266 +68% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)
301 -3% * 

Germany 
UK 

France 

43% 
29% 
12% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
847 +55% 55% 

Germany  
Italy  

France  

63% 
13% 
12% 

2.81 

National programmes
 inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 140 * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
 
Observations 

– National programmes within vocational training: In 2004, 140 students took part in various projects with 
Germany.  
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PORTUGAL 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 
students Change1 Female ISCED 

5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  15 483 -1.3% 50% 98.8% 4.0% 
Angola

Cape Verde
Brazil

21.7% 
19.4% 
11.4% 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law 
Edu. sc.

Eng.,man.&con.

37.3%
17.1%
17.0%

Outward  12 086 +7.3% * * 3.1% 
France

UK
Spain

23.4% 
19.2% 
18.2% 

* 

0.78 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 3 766 +14.8% * 

Spain
Italy

France

28.0% 
21.6% 
8.1% 

Social sciences
Business st.

Engin., tech.

11.4%
12.4%
11.3%

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 3 651 +15.1% 58% 

Spain
Italy

France

24.3% 
18.9% 
8.6% 

Social sciences
Engin., tech.

Lang.&philol.sc.

13.9%
12.3%
10.6%

1.07 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 204 +518.2% * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward * * * * * 

National programmes 
outward * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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PORTUGAL - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  

Outward  

No data available 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 553 +31% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)
202 -24% * 

France
Spain
Italy

33% 
17% 
13% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
362 -10% 49% France 

Spain 
29% 
27% 

1.79 

National programmes 
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
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SLOVAKIA 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6  

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/
inward  

Inward 1 651 +0.5% 38.3% 99.3% 1.1% 
Czechia

Serbia
Ukraine

19.1%
12.7%
8.2% 

Health & soc.serv.
Soc.sc.,busin.&law

Eng.,man.&con.

28.3%
18.3%
15.6%

Outward 14 429 +29.1% * * 8.4% 
Czechia

Hungary
Germany

48.1%
16.9%
10.5%

* 

8.79 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/
inward 

EU programmes - ERAMUS
inward 181 +38.2% * 

Spain
France

Italy
Germany

18.7% 
17.5% 
17.0% 
15.2% 

Business st. 
Engin., tech. 
Art & design 

31.5%
14.4%
12.2%

EU programmes - ERAMUS
outward 682 +4.4% * 

Germany
France
Spain
Italy

28.0% 
11.7% 
8.7% 
8.5% 

Business st. 
Engin., tech. 

Lang.&philol.sc. 

24.8%
15.5%
12.3%

3.99 

EU programmes - Leonado 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonado 
outward

(2002)
134 +69.6% * 

Austria
Germany

Netherlands

20.9% 
23.1% 
12.7% 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes
inward * * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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SLOVAKIA- continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  841 * 55% 41% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes – Comenius
inward * * * * 

EU programmes – Comenius
outward 297 +32% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 
EU programmes – Leonardo

inward 
(2002-2004)

115 * * * 

EU programmes – Leonardo
outward 

(2002-2004)
278 * 46% 

Germany  
Netherlands  

Italy  

35% 
19% 
15% 

2.42 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
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SLOVENIA 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward 963 +1.3% 49.9% 62.3% 1.0% 

Croatia 
Bosnia 

Italy 
Serbia 

44.1%
24.0%
7.3% 
6.4% 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Eng.,man.&con.

Humanities & arts

28.2%
17.1%
16.8%

Outward 2 385 +10.2% * * 2.3% 
Germany 

Austria 
USA 

26.2%
24.9%
10.0%

* 

2.48 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 201 +55.8% * 

France
Finland

Germany

21.4% 
15.5% 
12.8% 

Business st.
Engin. tech.

Art & design

29.9% 
15.4% 
12.9% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 546 +29.4% * 

Germany
Spain

France
Austria

Italy

22.9% 
11.5% 
11.4% 
10.8% 
10.3% 

Business st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

Social sciences

26.7% 
17.8% 
11.9% 

2.92 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

* * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward * * * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes 
inward 

(2002/03) 
192 * 57.0% 

Italy
Croatia
Bosnia

34% 
20% 
13% 

Lang.& philol.sc.
Humanities

Edu., teacher tr.

25% 
14% 
13% 

National programmes 
outward * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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SLOVENIA - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  99 * 46% 41% * * 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 

EU programmes - Comenius 
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius 
outward 111 +200% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

(2002-2004)
44 +214% * 

Austria 
Italy 

France 

32% 
25% 
16% 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward 

(2002-2004)
72 -5% 42% 

Austria 
Germany 

Spain 

30% 
23% 
23% 

1.64 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
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SPAIN 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Inward mobile tertiary students (ISCED 5A&6) and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 Change2 Female ISCED 
5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries3 Fields of study4  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward5 

Inward  33 604 * 59.2% 88.9% 1.9% 
Italy 

France 
Germany 

16.2%
15.3%
13.4%

* 

Outward  27 626 +4.2% * * 1.5% 
UK 

Germany 
France 

26.8%
22.0%
15.2%

* 

0.5 

1 Inward: students with permanent residence abroad  
2 As compared to previous year  
3 Most frequent countries of origin or of study abroad 
4 Most frequent fields of study 
5 Ratio foreign students/home nationality students enrolled abroad (ISCED 5-6) 

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS
inward 24 050 +12.9% * 

Italy
France

Germany

25.2% 
22.7% 
19.2%

Business.st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

Social sciences

22.3% 
19.1% 
10.6% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS
outward 20 035 +9.7% * 

Italy
France

UK

21.2% 
17.0% 
14.8%

Business.st.
Engin., tech.

Lang.&philol.sc.

15.8% 
14.5% 
14.1% 

0.89 

EU programmes – Leonardo
inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo
outward 1 103 +82.9% * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes
inward * * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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SPAIN - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  101 610 * 50% 19% 3.3% * 

Outward  * * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 
EU programmes – Comenius

inward * * * * 

EU programmes – Comenius
outward 2 234 -16% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 
EU programmes – Leonardo

inward 
(2002/04)

1 809 +50% * 
Germany

France
Italy

18% 
15% 
13% 

EU programmes – Leonardo
outward 

(2002/04)
2 214 +16% 52% 

UK
Italy

Ireland
Germany

19% 
19% 
15% 
15% 

1.22 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
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SWEDEN 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Foreign students at home universities and home nationality students enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students Change1 Female ISCED 
5A&6 

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students  

Countries2 Fields of study3  

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  32 469 +13.3% 44.5% 97.5% 8.5% 
Finland

Germany
Norway

12.5%
7.4% 
4.3% 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law 
Eng.,man.&con. 

Humanities & arts 

27.6%
19.0%
16.3%

Outward  15 254 +12.9% * * 4.0% 
USA

UK
Australia

24.3%
24.1%
10.9%

* 

0.47 

1 As compared to previous year  
2 Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  
3 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS
inward 6 079 +14.1% * 

Germany
France
Spain

28.0%
18.0%
11.4%

Business.st. 
Eng., tech. 

Social sciences 

27.1% 
16.5% 
11.7% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 2 667 +0.4% 59.7% 

UK
France

Germany

18.5%
18.1%
16.0%

Business.st. 
Eng., tech. 

Social sciences 

33.8% 
15.9% 
11.7% 

1.58 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
inward 

* * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo 
outward

(2002)
167 * 65.9% 

Netherlands
Germany

UK

11.9% 
32.9% 
17.9%

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes
inward

(2002/03)
211 * 48.0% 

Asia
Lat. America

Africa

51.7% 
23.7% 
23.2%

Engin., technol. 
Social sciences 

Medical sc. 

29.9% 
18.5% 
15.2% 

National programmes
outward 

(2002/03)
251 * 59.8% 

China
Germany

Russia

13.1% 
11.6% 
7.6% 

Humanities 
Social sciences 

Natural sc. 

64.9% 
19.9% 
6.4% 

1.19 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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SWEDEN - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  
Outward  

No data available 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 
EU programmes - Comenius

inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius
outward 239 -60% * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 892 * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 
EU programmes - Leonardo

inward 
(2002/04)

544 +17% * 
UK

Germany
Austria

28% 
22% 
11% 

EU programmes - Leonardo
outward 

(2002/04)
410 -10% 66% 

UK
Germany

Italy
Netherlands

26% 
11% 
10% 
10% 

0.75 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
 
Observations 
– National programmes within secondary education: In 2004, 892 pupils took part in the Nordplus junior 

programme (mainly as practical training). As already mentioned, this programme spans across seven Nordic 
countries (Denmark, Sweden, Finland, Norway, Iceland, Faeroe Islands and Greenland). 
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UNITED KINGDOM 

Student mobility in tertiary-level education 

Table 1:  Inward mobile tertiary students and students with home nationality enrolled 
abroad (ISCED 5-6) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students1 Change2 Female ISCED 
5A&6  

Ratio to 
resident 
tertiary 
students 

Countries3 Fields of study4  

Ratio 
outward/
inward  

Inward 255 233 +12.3% 48.3% 85.2% 12.6% 
China (incl. HK)

Greece
USA

12.0% 
8.8% 
5.3% 

Soc.sc.,busin.&law
Humanities & arts

Eng.,man.&con.

39.3%
15.8%
15.1%

Outward  28 596 +29.8% * * 1.4% 
USA

Australia
France

29.1% 
20.9% 
10.5%

* 

0.11 

1 Inward: students with permanent residence abroad  
2 As compared to previous year  
3 Most frequent countries of origin or of study abroad 
4 Most frequent fields of study  

Table 2: Mobile tertiary students receiving programme support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 Fields of study3 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
inward 16 619 -2.2% * 

France 
Germany 

Spain 

29.2% 
19.8% 
18.6% 

Business.st.
Lang.&philol.sc.

Social sciences

21.3% 
21.6% 
9.8% 

EU programmes - ERASMUS 
outward 7 538 -5.4% 65.9% 

France 
Spain 

Germany 

30.5% 
21.7% 
14.9% 

Lang.&philol.sc.
Business.st.

Law

38.1% 
17.7% 
10.0% 

0.47 

EU programmes - Leonardo inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Leonardo
outward * * * * 

Not 

applicable 
* 

National programmes
inward

(2002/03)
40 * 45.0% USA 100% 

Social sciences
Humanities
Natural sc.

45%
  22%
    9%

National programmes
outward * * * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  
3  Most frequent fields of study 
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UNITED KINGDOM - continued 

Student mobility in secondary and vocational education 

Table 3:  Foreign students in secondary and vocational education and students with home 
nationality enrolled abroad (ISCED 2-4) 2002/03 

 Total 
mobile 

students 

 
Change1 

 
Female Upper 

secondary 

Ratio to all 
students at 
ISCED 2-4 

 
Countries2 

Ratio 
outward/ 
inward  

Inward  

Outward  
No data available 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of nationality or of study abroad  

Table 4:  Mobile students in secondary and vocational education receiving programme 
support 2003/04 

 
Total 

mobile 
students 

Change1 Female Countries2 
Ratio 

outward/ 
inward  

Secondary Education 
EU programmes - Comenius

inward * * * * 

EU programmes - Comenius
outward 522 * * * 

* 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 160 * * * 

* 

Vocational Education 
EU programmes - Leonardo

inward 
(2002-2004)

3 554 +16% * 
Germany 

Spain 
France 

35% 
12% 
11% 

EU programmes - Leonardo
outward 

(2002-2004)
1 167 -16% 50% 

Spain 
France 

Germany 
Sweden 

14% 
14% 
13% 
13% 

0.33 

National programmes
inward * * * * 

National programmes
outward 46 * * * 

* 

1 As compared to previous year  
2  Most frequent countries of origin or destination  

Observations 
– National programmes within secondary education: In 2004, 160 pupils participated in a bilateral programme 

with Ireland (East West schools). 
– National programmes within vocational training: In 2004, 46 students took part in a bilateral programme with 

Germany (Training Bridge). 
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