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Abstract 

The Ministry of Education encourages the university campus internationalization 

positively, and strengthens recruiting foreign students should be done in the higher education 

institute. The Malaysia’s Chinese students who studied in Taiwan were more than half of the 

total oversea Chinese students studied in Taiwan. Therefore, the purpose of this research wants 

to understand the decision-making process of Malaysia Chinese students in foreign college 

applications, and hoped to provide some suggestions for the recruiting unit of Taiwan higher 

education institute to make the best administrative strategies in recruiting oversea Chinese 

students. Most of Malaysia Chinese high schools students live in the five areas (Johore, 

Kelantan, Kuala Lumpur, Penang, and Sarawak).High school the second year and the third year 

Chinese students live in these five areas were surveyed in this research. A questionnaire of 

“Questionnaire of Influential Factors concerning the Decision-making Process of Oversea 

Chinese Students Seeking College Education” picked from the thesis of the National Sun 

Yat-Sen University, developed by Mr. Shih Chi-Ming and was used in this research. A 

questionnaire of “Information Resources of Seeking Overseas College for Malaysia’s High 

School Students” was also used in this research. Nine hundred and fifty-six Malaysia’s high 

school Chinese students were surveyed using the questionnaires above. A series of statistics 

such as descriptive statistics, independent t-test, and ANOVA were conducted to analyze the 

data collected. The conclusions of this study can provide a clear picture of future oversea 

Chinese students for the recruiting unit of the higher education institute 
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(ANOVA)

1

 

 

1  

     (Tukey) 

(1)  898 4.0476 0.4756 2  

(2)  898 3.4157 0.5236 6  

(3)  898 4.0447 0.5279 3 4 > 1,3,5 > 2,6 

(4)  898 4.1932 0.6415 1  

(5)  898 4.0096 0.5788 4  

(6)  898 3.4737 0.8077 5  

 

1  

2

 

 



   

 

2  

     

 1.  4.31 0.66 1 

 2.  4.28 0.69 2 

 3.  3.88 0.84 6 

 4.  4.18 0.77 4 

 5.  4.21 0.73 3 

 6.  3.85 0.85 7 

 7.  3.64 0.82 8 

 8.  4.01 0.85 5 

 

2  

3

 

 

3  

     

 1.  3.02 0.79 6 

 2.  3.13 0.82 5 

 3.  3.74 0.81 2 

 4.  3.56 0.84 3 

 5.  3.28 0.87 4 

 6.  3.76 0.80 1 

 

 

 



 

3  

4

 

 

4  

     

 1.  3.83 0.85 6 

 2.  3.75 0.87 7 

 3.  3.97 0.85 5 

 4.  4.22 0.73 2 

 5.  4.17 0.77 3 

 6.  4.27 0.72 1 

 7.  4.10 0.73 4 

 

4  

5

 

 

5  

     

 1.  4.23 0.82 2 

 2.  4.21 0.81 3 

 3.  4.06 0.87 4 

 4.  4.27 0.74 1 

 

 



   

5  

6

 

 

6  

     

 1.  4.42 0.69 1 

 2.  3.89 0.81 3 

 3.  4.15 0.89 2 

 4.  3.54 0.86 4 

 

6  

7

 

 

7  

     

 1.  3.22 0.87 3 

 2.  3.39 1.12 2 

 3.  3.83 0.99 1 

 

7  

8

41% 40
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(1)  367 1 

(2)  160 2 

(3)  71 3 

(4)  59 4 

(5)  37 5 

(6)  30 6 

(7)  24 7 

(8)  19 8 

(9)  18 9 

 

( )  

 

1  
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t-

 

 



   

 

9  

   

n M SD 

 

 501 3.99 0.52 
(1)  

 397 4.12 0.41 

t (896)=4.18 

p = 0.00** 

 501 3.37 0.56 
(2)

 

 397 3.47 0.46 

t (896)=3.04 

p = 0.00** 

 501 4.03 0.57 
(3)

 

 397 4.06 0.48 

t (896)=0.82 

p = 0.41 

 501 4.16 0.68 
(4)  

 397 4.23 0.59 

t (896)=1.60 

p = 0.11 

 501 3.93 0.63 
(5)  

 397 4.09 0.49 

t (896)=4.19 

p = 0.00** 

 501 3.52 0.80 
(6)  

 397 3.42 0.81 

t (896)=1.72 

p = 0.09 
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10

(ANOVAs)

 

 



 

 

 

10  

    

n M SD F p (Tukey) 

(1) 463 4.02 0.46 

(2) 280 4.17 0.44 (1)  
(3) 155 3.89 0.52 

 

19.64**

 

0.00 

 

2 > 1> 3 

(1) 463 3.38 0.49 

(2) 280 3.52 0.54 (2)

 

(3) 155 3.32 0.55 

 

9.08**

 

0.00 

 

2 > 1,3 

(1) 463 4.10 0.53 

(2) 280 4.00 0.51 (3)

 

(3) 155 3.96 0.54 

 

6.23**

 

0.00 

 

1 > 2,3 

 463 4.16 0.64 

 280 4.24 0.61 (4)  
 155 4.19 0.68 

 

1.22 

 

0.30 

 

 

 463 4.01 0.56 

 280 4.03 0.53 (5)  
 155 3.92 0.70 

 

1.78 

 

0.17 

 

 

(1) 463 3.66 0.75 

(2) 280 3.18 0.82 (6)  
(3) 155 3.44 0.79 

 

33.31**

 

0.00 

 

1 > 3 > 2 

 

3  

11

(ANOVAs)

 

 



   

11  

    

n M SD F p (Tukey) 

 310 4.03 0.48 

 70 3.95 0.44 

 234 4.06 0.44 

 130 4.03 0.49 

(1)  

 154 4.13 0.52 

 

 

2.031 

 

 

0.09 

 

(1) 310 3.45 0.52 

(2) 70 3.27 0.46 

(3) 234 3.41 0.53 

(4) 130 3.30 0.51 

(2)

 

(5) 154 3.51 0.51 

 

 

4.70**

 

 

0.00 

 

 

1,3,5 > 2,4 

(1) 310 3.98 0.52 

(2) 70 3.90 0.56 

(3) 234 4.08 0..49 

(4) 130 4.06 0.52 

(3)

 

(5) 154 4.17 0.56 

 

 

5.20**

 

 

0.00 

 

 

3,4,5 > 1,2 

 310 4.20 0.66 

 70 4.18 0.61 

 234 4.19 0.60 

 130 4.21 0.68 

(4)

 

 154 4.17 0.67 

 

 

0.116 

 

 

0.98 

 

(1) 310 4.08 0.56 

(2) 70 3.73 0.63 

(3) 234 4.00 0.53 

(4) 130 3.95 0.62 

(5)

 

(5) 154 4.00 0.59 

 

 

5.47**

 

 

0.00 

 

 

1,3,4,5 > 2 

(1) 310 3.25 0.80 

(2) 70 3.41 0.80 

(3) 234 3.58 0.77 

(4) 130 3.52 0.80 

(6)  

(5) 154 3.75 0.79 

 

 

12.29 

 

 

0.00 

 

 

3,4,5 > 1,2 

 

 



 

4

 

12

(ANOVAs)

 

 

12  

    

n M SD F p (Tukey) 

(1) 11 3.75 0.43 

(2) 800 4.05 0.48 
(1)  

(3) 87 4.02 0.45 

 

2.39 

 

0.09 

 

 11 3.45 0.42 

 800 3.42 0.52 
(2)  

 87 3.37 0.52 

 

0.42 

 

0.66 

 

 11 3.90 0.46 

 800 4.05 0.52 
(3)  

 87 4.05 0.56 

 

0.44 

 

0.64 

 

 11 4.02 0.62 

 800 4.17 0.64 
(4)  

 87 4.40 0.60 

 

5.33**

 

0.01 

 

3 > 2 

 11 3.64 0.41 

 800 4.00 0.58 
(5)  

 87 4.00 0.57 

 

2.22 

 

0.11 

 

 11 3.33 0.83 

 800 3.45 0.81 
(6)  

 87 3.67 0.80 

 

3.11**

 

0.04 

 

3 > 2 

 

5

 

 



   

13

(ANOVAs)

11 10  

13  

    

n M SD F p (Tukey) 

10  269 4.10 0.49 

11 20  257 4.03 0.50 

21 30  214 4.03 0.44 

(1)  

31  158 4.01 0.44 

 

1.71 

 

0.16 

 

10  269 3.47 0.53 

11 20  257 3.39 0.50 

21 30  214 3.42 0.55 

(2)  

31  158 3.36 0.51 

 

1.74 

 

0.16 

 

10  269 4.05 0.55 

11 20  257 4.05 0.54 

21 30  214 4.05 0.51 

(3)  

31  158 4.03 0.49 

 

0.07 

 

 

 

0.98 

 

10  269 4.20 0.69 

11 20  257 4.24 0.62 

21 30  214 4.18 0.64 

(4)  

31  158 4.11 0.58 

 

1.52 

 

0.21 

 

10  269 3.97 0.64 

11 20  257 4.06 0.55 

21 30  214 4.00 0.55 

(5)  

31  158 3.95 0.53 

 

1.50 

 

0.21 

 

10 (1) 269 3.29 0.83 

11 20 (2) 257 3.50 0.81 

21 30 (3) 214 3.59 0.80 

(6)  

31 (4) 158 3.56 0.74 

 

6.87**

 

0.00 

 

2,3,4 > 1 

 



 

6

 

14

t-

 

14  

   

n M SD 

 

 295 4.09 0.48 
(1)  

 603 4.02 0.47 

t (896)=2.09 

p = 0.04** 

 295 3.46 0.53 
(2)

 

 603 3.40 0.52 

t (896)=1.65 

p = 0.10 

 295 4.03 0.53 
(3)

 

 603 4.05 0.53 

t (896)=0.57 

p = 0.57 

 295 4.18 0.65 
(4)  

 603 4.20 0.64 

t (896)=0.58 

p = 0.56 

 295 4.05 0.62 
(5)  

 603 3.98 0.56 

t (896)=1.64 

p = 0.10 

 295 3.45 0.82 
(6)  

 603 3.48 0.80 

t (896)=0.12 

p = 0.90 

 

7

 

15

(ANOVAs)

 

 

 



   

15  

    

n M SD F p (Tukey) 

(1) 61 4.18 0.41 

(2) 590 4.08 0.48 

(3) 43 3.91 0.49 
(1)  

(4) 204 3.93 0.45 

 

7.80**

 

0.00 

 

1,2 > 4 

(1) 61 3.93 0.58 

(2) 590 3.76 0.61 

(3) 43 3.61 0.58 
(2)

 

(4) 204 3.73 0.51 

 

2.75**

 

0.04 

 

1 > 3 

(1) 61 4.11 0.48 

(2) 590 4.05 0.49 

(3) 43 3.75 0.66 
(3)  

(4) 204 3.94 0.50 

 

7.20**

 

0.00 

 

1,2 > 3,4 

(1) 61 4.26 0.50 

(2) 590 4.11 0.56 

(3) 43 3.75 0.72 
(4)  

(4) 204 4.00 0.56 

 

8.61**

 

0.00 

 

1 > 3 > 4 

(1) 61 4.14 0.45 

(2) 590 4.04 0.51 

(3) 43 3.70 0.66 
(5)  

(4) 204 4.00 0.52 

 

7.52**

 

0.00 

 

1,2,4 > 3 

(1) 61 3.97 0.60 

(2) 590 3.76 0.72 

(3) 43 3.53 0.78 
(6)  

(4) 204 3.72 0.65 

 

3.65**

 

0.01 

 

1 > 3 

 

8  

16

(ANOVAs)

 

 



 

16  

    

n M SD F p 
(Tukey) 

336 4.08 0.50
426 4.02 0.46
11 4.11 0.33
22 4.22 0.46
51 4.01 0.43
23 4.01 0.50

 

(1)  

29 3.96 0.49

 

 

1.32 

 

 

0.25 

 

336 3.42 0.57
426 3.44 0.50
11 3.17 0.54
22 3.58 0.39
51 3.42 0.39
23 3.30 0.44

 

(2)

 

29 3.16 0.62

 

 

2.26 

 

 

0.05 

 

 

336 4.08 0.56
426 4.00 0.50
11 3.90 0.59
22 4.06 0.42
51 4.20 0.47
23 4.10 0.52

 

(3)

 

29 3.98 0.66

 

 

1.53 

 

 

 

0.16 

 

336 4.15 0.67
426 4.21 0.60
11 4.30 0.76
22 4.46 0.50
51 4.28 0.53
23 4.08 0.83

 

(4)  

29 4.10 0.80

 

 

1.46 

 

 

0.19 

 

336 3.97 0.63
426 4.01 0.52
11 3.89 0.64
22 4.14 0.62
51 4.08 0.53
23 4.01 0.52

 

(5)  

29 3.92 0.73

 

 

0.69 

 

 

0.66 

 

(1) 336 3.36 0.84
(2) 426 3.58 0.76

(3) 11 3.30 0.91
(4) 22 3.12 0.82
(5) 51 3.69 0.77

(6) 23 3.13 0.72

 

(6)  

(7) 29 3.44 0.96

 

 

1.44**

 

 

0.00 

 

 

2 > 1 

 

 



   

( )  

17 17 501

397

(52.2%%) (50.2%)

(46.4%) (45.0%) (41.3%)

(38.5%) (25.9%)  

17  

  

       

 

 196 271 196 207 239 250 144 501 

 39.1% 54.1% 39.1% 41.3% 47.7% 50.0% 28.7% 55.8% 

 

 

 5 1 5 4 3 2 7  

 175 198 150 197 178 201 89 397 

 44.1% 49.9% 37.8% 49.6% 44.8% 50.6% 22.4% 44.2% 

 

 

 5 2 6 3 4 1 7  

 371 469 346 404 417 451 233 898 

 41.3% 52.2% 38.5% 45.0% 46.4% 50.2% 25.9% 100 

 

 

 5 1 6 4 3 2 7  
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