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Introduction 

  

This report examines key demographic elements of the global Chinese diaspora.  Although 

the focus here is on recent levels and trends, the history of Chinese international migration 

traces back hundreds, if not thousands, of years.  We present a demographic portrait of the 

Chinese diaspora through an examination of various quantitative data sources, paying close 

attention to differing definitions of who is included in these sources.  After examining the 

geographic scope and trends of the diaspora by region and country of residence, we 

consider key social characteristics, such as distributions by age, sex, and religion.  To better 

illuminate these patterns, we explore and identify the distinct categories of people among 

the first generation of the diaspora, as well as their enduring ties to China as evidenced 

through remittances, family migration, and other factors.  Given recent attempts by China 

to mobilize overseas Chinese communities as a transnational resource for its own 

development (Nyíri, 2005; Liu, 2005), we also consider briefly how recent trends in the 

Chinese diaspora may relate to that dynamic in both China and destination countries 

(Vertovec, 2005; Kuehn, Louie, and Pomfret, 2013; Lee, 2017). 

 

 

Defining and Measuring the Chinese Diaspora 

 

A broad definition of the present day Chinese diaspora includes those people living outside 

of China who were born in China or who otherwise identify as Chinese based on the 

language they speak and/or their ancestry.  Of course, as is often noted in literature on this 

topic, that broad definition contains a multitude of subgroups (e.g., Poston and Yu, 1990; 

Sheffer, 2003; Brubaker, 2005; Poston and Wong, 2016; Liang and de Toledo Piza, 2017; 

Miao and Wang, 2017).  Sometimes it only refers to those who were born in China and have 

moved to another country for temporary or permanent settlement (e.g., the first generation 

‘foreign born’ immigrants from China in the host country).  Sometimes it refers to those of 

Chinese ethnicity and born abroad who now reside in a host country (e.g., the foreign born 

from China as well as from anywhere else – Singapore, Taiwan, Brazil, etc. – where people 

identify themselves as Chinese).  These two categories include only the first generations of 

Chinse migrants, not their children or other descendants who identify as Chinese yet were 

born in the host country.  These definitional differences have enormous implications for 

our assessment of the size of “the Chinese diaspora.”  For instance, as will be shown shortly, 

the current United Nations estimates of the China-born is roughly 10 million, whereas 

other estimates have run to some 45 million under a broader definition that includes 

second generation and longer-settled Chinese populations. 

 

Wang (1991; as cited in Poston, Mao, and Yu, 1994) proposed several typologies to 

describe Chinese international migrants of centuries past:  Huashang, Huagong, Huaqiao, 

and Huayi.  The word Hua in each typology refers to people of Chinese heritage, while the 

latter part refers to the type of migrant.  Huashang denotes the Chinese mercantilists who 
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travelled abroad to conduct trade and business, an emigrant pattern that has existed for 

hundreds of years.  The most notable destination for Huashang was Southeast Asia 

(Indonesia, Thailand, Vietnam, Malaysia, and the Philippines), where millions of their 

descendants still speak Chinese and/or consider themselves to be Chinese.  Huagong refers 

to Chinese international migrants who provided labor, typically in construction or mining 

industries.  An example includes Chinese laborers who worked in the railroad industry in 

19th century America.  Huaqiao denotes the well-educated and highly skilled professional 

who sojourned abroad, typically from the late 19th century onward, to learn about the 

world outside China and who typically returned to China after a period of time.  Huayi 

refers to Chinese living outside of China (typically Huashang) who migrate to yet another 

overseas destination.  This latter category is particularly prevalent among the large 

populations of Chinese descent in Southeast Asia. 

 

The newest members of the Chinese diaspora which we examine in this report fit fairly well 

within Wang’s (1991) traditional typologies, although the categories have evolved 

somewhat in the present day.  For example, with China’s economic growth and opening to 

the world, Huagong workers have become more numerous, but their out-migration in 

recent years has leveled out and become increasingly circular, temporary, and well 

monitored.  Overall, the relative share of the lesser skilled and lesser educated within the 

Chinese diaspora has decreased – more than 80 percent of recent emigrants from China are 

highly educated, wealthy, or both (Xiang, 2016).  Indeed, the diasporic group that has 

grown disproportionately includes the soon-to-be-highly-educated students (e.g., Spencer-

Oatey, et al., 2017, who might be analogous to Huaqiao undertaking an extended sojourn).  

A steady portion of these students has remained overseas after their studies, and the 

annual number of students from China who travel abroad for their studies has yet to peak.  

There are also elements of mercantile Huashang involved in family or corporate 

businesses, a portion of whom may obtain permanent residency in other countries by 

investing a certain amount of money that contributes to host country economies (Miao and 

Wang, 2017). 

     

Two other types of recent Chinese international migration are worth noting.  The first are 

family members who join those already resident abroad.  In some countries, such as the 

United States, family reunification migration accounts for the majority of residency permits 

(green cards) issued to those born in China (U.S. Department of Homeland Security, 2015).  

The second involves a new subgroup of migrants – straddling all traditional typologies – 

who travel abroad to foster China’s interests, often with state sponsorship.  Such migrants 

include diplomats, certain business people, and some students on government 

scholarships. 
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Data on the Diaspora 

In addition to the differing definitions involved in measuring the Chinese diaspora, 

attempts to measure it are further complicated by the fact that there is no ongoing 

repository of data that offers both estimates of the magnitude of the diaspora across time 

as well as estimates of the various types of migrants who constitute that diaspora.  That 

said, there are a surprising amount of empirical data available which, when compiled 

together and compared, provide a rich accounting of the demographic dimensions of the 

diaspora.  Organizations which provide international data on the Chinese diaspora include 

the United Nations Population Division (UNPD), the Overseas Community Affairs Council 

(Taiwan), the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), the United 

Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), the World Bank, and 

various ministries of the Chinese Government, such as the Ministry of Education and the 

Ministry of Labor.  We supplement these datasets with data from censuses and surveys 

available from key host countries.  We begin our review of such compiled data sources by 

describing the overall size and trends of the Chinese diaspora, keeping in mind the 

definitional ambiguities identified earlier. 
 

Global Trends in the Chinese Diaspora – Perspectives from Three Key Data Sources 

The United Nations (UN) publishes a matrix of their estimates of international migrant 

stocks by both country of origin and destination.  Matrices are available for 1990, 1995, 

2000, 2005, 2010, 2015, and 2017.  These estimates refer to those residing in each country 

who were born elsewhere (first generation international migrants), not the children or 

descendants of those migrants who may continue to identify with the country of their 

ancestral origins.  Given limitations on data availability for some countries, coupled with 

the fact that the matrix in each year must be in balance worldwide (e.g., the outflows from 

each country have to correspond to aggregated inflows from that country to all other 

countries), the UN estimates may not fully reflect the presence of all international migrants 

in each country, nor their correct place of origin (for instance, the UN migrant stock grid 

implies that there are no Chinese-born in Tanzania or Cote d’Ivoire, despite the fact that 

they are known to reside in those countries; a point made in Sun, Jayaram, and Kassiri, 

2017).  

The countries estimated by the UN to contain the most Chinese immigrants as of 2017 are 

shown on Table 1, and the overall distribution of such migrants by world region is shown 

on Table 2.  Of the nearly 10 million Chinese residing abroad as of 2017, almost half of them 

are in either the United States (2.4 million) or Hong Kong (2.3 million).  Rounding out the 

top ten destination countries or areas – each of which is estimated to be home for 200 

thousand or more Chinese immigrants – are Japan, Canada, South Korea, Australia, 

Singapore, Macau, the United Kingdom, and Italy.  Overall, the population of overseas 
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Chinese has more than doubled between 1990 and 2017, a numerical increase of more than 

5.5 million.  Yet the growth of this population has varied across countries and regions.  The 

most rapid growth has occurred in Oceania, where Chinese migrants have more than 

quintupled over this time interval, as well as North America and Africa, where their 

numbers have nearly quadrupled.  Among the subregions of these continents, there is also 

considerable variation in growth of Chinese migrants.  In general, however, the largest 

numerical and proportional increases in Chinese migrants have been within more 

developed areas.   

It is important to recognize that other estimates of the Chinese diaspora may differ 

substantially from that of the UN.  For instance, according to the Overseas Community 

Affairs Council of Taiwan, the population of overseas Chinese was estimated at 42.5 million 

as of 2014 (Table 3), more than four times the estimate by the UN for 2015.  The reason for 

the discrepancy is that the Overseas Community Affairs Council estimates include second 

and latter-generations of the original cohorts of migrants from China who may be long 

settled and/or still identify as Chinese.  For instance, the Overseas Community Affairs 

Council estimates the overseas Chinese population in Indonesia to be 8.4 million as of 

2014, whereas the UN estimated stock of China-born in Indonesia was less than 100 

thousand in 2015.  Estimates for other countries in Southeast Asia, such as Thailand and 

Malaysia, show similar discrepancies, due to the predominance of long-settled Chinese 

communities in these countries.  Their estimate for the United States is also about 2 million 

higher than that by the UN.  Many of those included in the estimate for the United States 

may not speak Chinese, but may continue to identify as ethnically Chinese, as suggested by 
census or survey data. 

With this caveat in mind, one helpful feature of the Overseas Community Affairs Council 

data is that they provide annual estimates of the (broadly defined) overseas Chinese 

population by region stretching back to the founding of the People’s Republic of China 

(Table 4 and Figure 1).  Due to the centuries old pattern of migration from China to 

Southeast Asia, the overall concentration of the Chinese diaspora is within Asia.  In recent 

decades, however, the Chinese diasporic population has grown far more rapidly in other 

world regions.  The annual proportional change in the Chinese diaspora by region is shown 

in Figure 2.  Overseas Community Affairs Council data suggest that the Chinese diaspora 

population grew fastest in Europe in the 1960s and 1970s, in Oceania in the 1980s, and in 

Africa over the past decade.  Of course, such rapid growth reflects, in part, the relatively 
smaller populations of Chinese in those areas. 

Another source of data on the China-born population residing abroad is the OECD (see 

Table 5).  The OECD numbers differ from both those of the UN and the Overseas 

Community Affairs Council.   For instance, as of 2016, the number of China-born in the 

United States was only about 2.1 million according to the OECD, well below the UN estimate 

of 2.4 million.  One explanation for this is that the OECD data – which are provided to it by 

member states – specifically identify those born in China (as opposed to Hong Kong, 

Taiwan, or other areas).  Although the UN attempts to isolate the China-born as well, the 
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variety of country data sources it uses to construct its international migration matrix may 

not always reflect a uniform definition (e.g., some data reflect the foreign citizens of 
particular countries rather than those born in that country). 

The OECD also provides data on annual net migration (inflows vs. outflows) from China 

since 2000.  Figure 3 shows such levels and trends for Australia, the United States, and the 

aggregate for the six other destination countries which supply such data to the OECD for 

the full interval from 2000 to 2016 (Hungary, Iceland, the Netherlands, Norway, Spain, and 

Sweden).  The United States received roughly 140 thousand more migrants from China 

than returned to China in both 2015 and 2016.  Net flows to Australia far exceeded those to 

the other six OECD countries combined despite having a population less than a third of the 

sum of those six countries. 

The OECD also publishes information on asylum applications.  Here again, the United States 

seems to be the most popular destination country.  After a sharp increase over the past 

decade, the number of asylum applications in the United States from Chinese citizens 

reached 20 thousand in 2016, far more than applications made to all other OECD nations 
combined (Figure 4). 

All in all then, the major sources of international data on the Chinese diaspora – the UN, the 

Overseas Community Affairs Council, and the OECD – each provide different estimates (and 

underlying definitions) of that population, the relative value of which will vary depending 

on the specific interests and questions asked by the observer.  

 

Social Characteristics – Sex Ratios, Age Structure, and Culture 

The characteristics and complexities of categorizing the Chinese diaspora across the globe 

become clearer as we delve into the demographic, socio-economic, and cultural dimensions 

of overseas Chinese (Miao and Wang, 2017; Zong and Batalova, 2017).  Below we examine 

some of these key dimensions, including sex ratios, age structure, birthplace/citizenship, 

language, religion, and education.  The countries considered below are those for which we 

were able to locate data across the key dimensions identified.  It is not surprising that the 

patterns we find in each society are closely tied to historical, legal, and other factors that 

influence migration.   

 

Sex Ratios 

Prior to the 20th century, the Chinese diaspora was dominated by males, as migratory 

streams were primarily traders and industrial laborers (Skinner, 1957).  In the present day, 

although a few frontiers of Chinese international migration are disproportionately 

composed of men, over the past quarter century both levels and trends indicate a 

feminization of the Chinese diaspora.  
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A key source of evidence for this conclusion is the United Nations migration database, 

which contains estimates of international migrants from China by sex in key years since 

1990.  Worldwide, an estimated 8 percent excess of males among Chinese migrants in 1990 

was followed in 2010 and 2017 by an excess of females of 12 percent and 15 percent, 

respectively (Figure 5).  That feminization was mirrored in both more developed and some 

less developed countries, although the least developed among the latter showed a 

consistently masculine excess of migration.  Most geographic regions of the world showed 

the same pattern.  Several factors may help explain this feminization of Chinese migration.  

First, most of the 120 thousand children adopted from China in the 1990s and early 2000s 

brought on by strict enforcement of China’s birth planning policy were female.  Second, 

transnational intermarriages among citizens of China typically involve Chinese wives and 

non-Chinese husbands (a pattern suggested by the notably feminine sex ratio of China-born 

adults who reside in Western countries:  Statistics Canada, 2008; Statistics New Zealand, 

2018; Statistics Sweden, 2018).  Third, among Chinese students abroad there has been a 

relative increase in undergraduates compared to graduate students (Institute of 

International Education, 2017), and the former tend to show less masculine – or even more 

feminine – sex ratios.  Fourth, given greater longevity among females, the number of 

migrants who survive to older ages tend to be female. 

In addition to the UN estimates, we assembled sex ratio statistics from censuses or surveys 

for nine countries for which a Chinese population could be identified (Table 6).   

Comparisons of the sex ratio between the country data and the UN estimates should be 

undertaken with caution because the ratios sometimes refer to different populations (e.g., 

the census in Singapore counts the long-settled Chinese population whereas the UN 

estimates refer only to first generation Chinese migrants residing in Singapore).  

Nevertheless, the findings from individual country censuses and surveys tend to mirror the 

UN estimates.  Three of the countries shown (Chile, Malaysia, and Burma) have sex ratios 

that match or exceed China’s masculine population sex ratio (e.g., sex ratios at or above 

1.06), while six are more feminine than China.  The Chinese populations of Australia, the 

United States, the United Kingdom, New Zealand, Singapore, and Indonesia have sex ratios 

ranging from 0.79 to 1.01, suggesting a relative dearth of males.   

 

Age Structure 

The age structure of Chinese diaspora populations vary from country to country.  Table 7 

shows broad age distributions in several countries for which age data in recent years were 

readily available – under age 15, 15 to 64 years, and 65 and older.  The proportion of 

Chinese diaspora populations below age 15 ranges from 6 percent in the United States to 

23 percent in Indonesia.  In contrast, at the other end of the age spectrum, the proportion at 

or above age 65 ranges from only 4 percent in Sweden to 19 percent in Canada.  These 

differing distributions reflect any number of factors:  1) different levels of fertility, 2) 

differing composition among various types of migrants (e.g., students, laborers, chain 
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migration of relatives) for whom age distributions are distinct, and 3) legal or other 

frameworks that affect migratory levels and trends.  Some cross-country variation may also 

be due to the differing dates of the estimates.  For instance, the share of Singapore’s 

Chinese population under the age of 15 was 16 percent according to the 2010 census, but 

given the sharp drop in Singapore’s fertility during the prior decade, that proportion has 

fallen since then.  According to the Census Bureau’s International Data Base (IDB), the 

proportion of Singapore’s total population under age 15 fell from 14.8 percent in 2010 to 

12.8 percent in 2018. 

These differences having been noted, some features of age structure are fairly consistent.  

For instance, the proportion at ages 15-64 (from 70 to 83 percent) varies less than the 

proportions at the youngest and oldest ages.  Moreover, the average age distribution of 

Chinese across the countries shown is similar to that for China as a whole, where the 

proportions below age 15 and ages 65 and over were 17 percent and 10 percent, 

respectively.  Thus, although local factors may drive migratory and demographic patterns 

among Chinese diasporic populations, their overall age patterns seem very similar to that 
of China itself. 

 

Cultural Characteristics:  Language and Religion  

Some of the most notable social differences across the Chinese diaspora population involve 

religious affiliation (Table 8).  In Malaysia, more than 80 percent identify as Buddhist, 11 

percent as Christian, and most others as ‘Confucian/Traditional’—less than 1 percent say 

that they have no religion.  In Singapore, 57 percent are Buddhist/Taoist, 20 percent are 

Christian, and most of the remaining 24 percent express no religion.  In marked contrast, 

73 percent of Chinese in Australia say they have no religion, with only 11 percent 
professing Buddhism and 6 percent identifying as Protestant or Catholic. 

As to language, there is diversity across – and even within – destination countries, both in 

terms of the ability to speak English and the Chinese dialects spoken.  In Australia, fewer 

than 3 percent of Chinese people report speaking English only (many of whom are likely 

older children), while 66 percent report speaking English well or very well in addition to 

Chinese.  Of the foreign born from China residing in the United States and who speak 

Chinese at home, only 45 percent say they speak English very well (American Community 

Survey 2016; note that this is a stricter bar of English proficiency than used in the 

Australian tabulations).  As to dialects spoken, in Canada 35 percent of Chinese speakers 

use Cantonese at home, 23 percent speak Mandarin, and 40 report speaking “Chinese” 

without further clarification of dialect.   
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Labor and Financial Aspects of the Chinese Diaspora 

As mentioned in Wang’s (1991) typology, two categories of Chinese overseas migration in 

centuries past were Huagong (migration to work on labor projects) and Huashang 

(migration to develop trade and commercial businesses).  The current Chinese diaspora 

evinces elements of both of these traditional categories of migration, although the forms 

and destinations have, of course, changed.  This section provides an overview of key 

features of such migration.   

 

Contract Labor Migration 

China’s Department of Overseas Labor Service Cooperation, under the Ministry of 

Commerce, is in charge of administering the limited-term overseas migration of workers 

for contracted projects and labor services cooperation.1  Figure 6 shows the annual stocks 

of overseas laborers in each of these categories, as well as both categories combined, 

beginning in 1984.  The combined stock of overseas laborers increased steadily for three 

decades, reaching a plateau of about one million in 2015, and it has hovered near that level 

since then.  Additional data from the China Statistical Yearbook (National Bureau of 

Statistics of China, 2017; Table 11.21) indicates that about half a million laborers have 

departed China annually since 2015, and the stability of the overall stock implies a circular 

migration through which a roughly equal number have returned to China (see also Xiang, 

2016, p. 9).  At the end of 2016, more than 48 percent of these overseas laborers were 

concentrated in five locations:  Macao, Japan, Singapore, Hong Kong, and Saudi Arabia 

(National Bureau of Statistics of China, 2017; Table 11.22) – among the first four of these, 

overseas laborers were overwhelmingly employed on projects contracted by Chinese 

companies, while about three quarters of those in Saudi Arabia were providing labor 

services to non-Chinese companies.  Monthly data in recent years suggest a modest 

temporary dip in overseas labor stocks in January and February, which may reflect a 

seasonal pattern in contract work and/or the desire among some laborers to complete 

their contracts in time for the lunar New Year holiday.2 

 

Family and Small Business Entrepreneurs  

Reminiscent of the commercially oriented migration of Chinese family businesses to 

Southeast Asia over the past three centuries, there have been fresh waves of Huashang in 

                                                           
1 As described by Ma (2012, p. 18), the Department of Overseas Labor Service Cooperation recognizes distinct 

categories of contract labor.  The first major category involves migrant labor for Chinese companies who have 

contracts for overseas projects.  The second is migrant labor organized by Chinese labor export companies who 

provide workers as per contracts signed with foreign partners.  The Chinese companies involved are supervised by 

the Department of Labor. 
2 We also reviewed data from the International Labor Organization (ILO) gridded database on transnational laborers, 

but they did not contain details on China-born laborers. 
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recent years.  We focus here on one of the newest destinations for mercantile migration 

and one that has experienced the most rapid diasporic growth (Figure 2) – Africa, a 

continent rich in the natural resources that China desires to build its economy (Dollar, 

2016; Mourdoukoutas, 2018). 

According to Sun, Jayaram, and Kassiri (2017) there are currently about 10 thousand 

Chinese-owned businesses and trade ventures in Africa, 90 percent of which are composed 

of small and/or family-oriented businesses.  As to the exact number of Chinese people in 

Africa, estimates range widely from 250 thousand to two million – an informal range of 

eight fold (Postel, 2016).  Estimates of the number of Chinese in Africa have sometimes 

sparked debates.  For instance, according to the Lusaka Times (2007), the former President 

of Zambia quoted estimates of 80 thousand Chinese residents to highlight concerns by 

some about immigration flows.  A year-long investigation of the actual number of Chinese 

in Zambia focused on the visa permits that are required for extended residence, and it 

concluded that the more likely number was between 13 and 22 thousand (ibid.).  The 

higher estimate of 80 thousand might have originated not from political concerns but from 

a confusion between stocks and flows.  That figure might represent the annual sum of those 

receiving extended residence visa permits – but the current stock must be calculated by 
subtracting from that figure the sum of annual outflows. 

There is similar uncertainty about the number of Chinese living in South Africa, the African 

country with the largest number of overseas Chinese.  Estimates there range from 350 to 

500 thousand (Kuo, 2017).  The uncertainty of such estimates are further complicated by a 

recent downturn in the South African economy – a decline in the South African Rand and 

increased competition from South African traders and entrepreneurs who have forged 

their own ties with suppliers back in China.  Such factors have contributed to an outflow of 

Chinese traders from South Africa.  All in all, it is plausible that the rapid increase in 
Chinese migration to Africa in recent years (Figure 2) may stabilize, or even reverse. 

 

Investor Emigrants from China  

Another notable category of recent migrants in the Chinese diaspora are those who have 

sought investor visas.  Many countries provide such opportunities for individuals to obtain 

permanent residence if they make investments that stimulate the economy and/or create 

jobs in the host country.  For instance, between 2012 and 2015, some 28 thousand Chinese 

citizens obtained EB-5 investor visas from the United States, more than 85 percent of all 

EB-5 visas granted (Miao and Wang, 2017; p. 18, citing data from the U.S. Department of 

State, 2015).  Among all China-born citizens obtaining permanent residence in the United 

States, the proportion doing so based on investor visas increased from less than one in 20 

in 2010 to more than one in three in 2015 (Miao and Wang, 2017; p. 28).  Canada, which 

was another extremely popular destination for investor migrants, recently cancelled its 

nationwide program due to the overwhelming interest in, and backlog of, such applicants, 

especially those from China (ibid.)  Other popular migratory destinations for Chinese 
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citizens seeking investor visas  include Hong Kong, Australia, Singapore, and the United 

Kingdom (ibid., p. 23).  

 

Remittances   

Remittances by overseas residents to their country of origin provide a sense of the 

economic ties associated with international migration.  According to the World Bank, as of 

2017 more than US$ 60 billion was remitted to China from abroad through official 

channels.3  The increase in annual remittances was particularly large starting in 2006 

through 2011 (Figure 7), a period which parallels the most rapid growth in China’s GDP per 

capita.  Remittances to China dwarf those which flow out of China to other countries, the 
total of which was less than 3 billion in 2017 (Table 9).   

As to regional patterns, World Bank estimates for 2017 indicate that both the United States 

and Hong Kong SAR each account for about one quarter of all remittances to China (Table 

9).  The next largest sources of remittances to China are Japan, Canada, South Korea, 

Australia, and Singapore, each of which accounts for 4-6 percent of official remittances to 

China.  The amount of such remittances reflect both the number of China-born who reside 

in these countries (note the parallels between Table 1 and Table 9) as well as local 

economic conditions.   The top 25 country sources of remittances to China account for more 

than 95 percent of all remittances to China.   

 

Student Migration 

One of the most prominent migration streams of the Chinese diaspora in recent decades 

has involved students.  Among the four typologies of Chinese migration abroad identified 

by Wang (1991), current student migration seems closest to his concept of Huaqiao – the 

extended sojourn of an already well-educated professional.  Of the some 10 million 

members of the Chinese diaspora who were born in China (Table 1), at present roughly one 

in ten is a student who currently studies abroad (and a much larger portion are former 

students who remained abroad after their studies).  Indeed, the recent migratory diaspora 

from China is dominated by the recently skilled, as well as the soon-to-be-highly-skilled 

students.  The emigration rate of China’s highly skilled is currently about five times that of 

the overall emigration rate (Xiang, 2016).  Although the number of Chinese students 

studying overseas continues to grow, there are possible signs of an eventual slowdown or a 

reshuffling of destinations of choice, both of which depend in part on economic and policy 

decisions in China as well as destination countries.   

 

                                                           
3 Official channels include bank wire transfers.  Additional amounts may be remitted through informal channels; 

however, the World Bank does not attempt to measure these flows. 
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Patterns and Trends in Student Outflows from China  

The increase in the number of students who have departed China to study abroad has been 

particularly sharp in recent years (Kennedy, 2018a).  In 2000 and before, fewer than 100 

thousand students from China departed annually for study overseas (Xiang, 2016).  

Thereafter, annual student departures more than tripled to almost 300 thousand in 2010 

and doubled thereafter to over 600 thousand in 2017 (Figure 8).  The annual increase in 

student departures has been almost linear, as has the accumulating stock of Chinese 

students residing abroad, which was estimated to be over 800 thousand as of 2015 (Figure 

9).  Based on available migratory flow data since then from both China and receiving 

countries (e.g., Figure 8), the stock of Chinese students abroad, including those staying after 

completion of studies, likely surpassed one million in 2017.    

The main destination for Chinese students is the United States, where 291 thousand 

students resided in 2015 according to UNESCO data (Figure 10; that number exceeded 350 

thousand in the 2016/17 school year according to more recent data from the International 

Institute of Education – see Table 10).  UNESCO data show that over one-third of Chinese 

students studying abroad in 2015 were in the United States (35.8 percent), 12.0 percent 

were in Australia, 11.2 percent were in the United Kingdom, and 9.7 percent were in Japan 
(Figure 10).   

Students from China in the United States studying for a graduate degree outnumbered 

those studying for an undergraduate degree by five or six to one from the 1990s through 

2003 (Institute of International Education, 2007; cited in Li, 2010).  However, due in part to 

the increasing wealth of Chinese parents since then (and in line with other international 

students in the United States) more students from China are now enrolled in 

undergraduate degree programs than graduate programs.  As of 2017, some 40 percent of 

Chinese students are enrolled in undergraduate programs, 37 percent are enrolled in 

graduate programs, 6 percent are enrolled in non-degree programs, and 17 percent are in 

the one-year practical training period allowed after degree programs end (Institute of 

International Education, 2017). 

China is the number one country of origin for international students in the United States, 

surpassing 350 thousand in the 2016/17 academic year and accounting for one in every 

three international students (Table 10).  India was a distant second country of origin with 

186 thousand international students, followed by South Korea with 61 thousand. 

  

Countervailing Forces? – Return Migration of Students to China and Flows of International 

Students to China  

Recent articles in the popular press stress the increasing number of Chinese students who 

return to China after their studies abroad (e.g., Huang, 2016).  For instance, the gap 

between Chinese students departing to study abroad vs. those returning to China exceeded 

150 thousand annually in 2010, but by 2016 there was a decline in that excess along with 
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an annual increase in the number of students who returned to China (Kelly, 2018).  Indeed, 

many students and others working abroad have incentives to return to China.  According to 

a non-random survey taken by Peking University, the four major reasons for return 

migration include:  their comparative advantage in their professional field, the growing 

domestic market in China, their ability to exploit that growing market, and a desire to be 

reunited with family (Miao and Wang, 2017; p. 57). 

That having been said, the recent numerical increase in Chinese students who return to 

China is in part due to the increasing numbers who had left earlier to study abroad, which 

increased the pool “at risk” of returning.  In fact, after a decline in the net outflow/inflow 

gap of Chinese students in 2013, from 2014 to 2017 the excess outflow has held steady at 

about 100-120 thousand annually (Figure 8).  In other words, there is an ongoing net 

outflow of students from China for higher education abroad, and a portion of that outflow 

remains abroad after their studies.  One reason for the ongoing net outflow from China is 

that more than 90 percent of students are self-funded (Luo, 2017), and Chinese families are 

willing to invest in their children’s overseas education.  Some observers suggest that 

annual student departures from China will peak at between 700 and 800 thousand per year 

around 2022 (ibid.).   

In addition to the increasing numbers of Chinese students abroad, there has also been an 

increasing number of international students coming to study in China.  It is helpful to keep 

the latter dynamic in mind, as it helps us to separate China’s unique diasporic dynamics 

from more general forces of globalization that accelerate international mobility 

everywhere.  International students in China increased from under 100 thousand between 

2001 and 2003 to almost 400 thousand by 2015 (Figure 9).  This increase is due in part to 

the growth of exchange programs between universities in China and abroad as well as the 

increasing number of scholarships available to foreign students from the Chinese 

government.  Such scholarships in 2015 covered 10 percent of all foreign students in China 

– over 40,000 international students, up from 26,000 students in 2011 (Zhao, 2016) and 

now similar to the proportion of Chinese students studying abroad on scholarships (Luo, 

2017) – and help to explain the increased proportion of international students enrolled in 

degree programs in China.  In contrast to students from China, whose primary overseas 

destinations are English-speaking countries in the West (e.g., the United States, Australia, 

the United Kingdom) and Japan, most international students who study in China have 

traditionally come from Asia.  Although the share of China’s international students from 

Asia has declined in recent years, 60 percent still come from Asia.  In contrast, students 

from Africa and Europe have shown the largest proportional gains over the past decade 

and a half.  The combined share of international students in China from these two 

continents has risen from 10 percent in 2003 to 30 percent in 2015 and 2016. 

On balance, however, the flow of students from China to abroad continues to exceed the 

flow of international students to China.  The excess stock of Chinese students abroad 

(compared to international students in China) has risen annually from 2001 to 2015 
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(Figure 9) and the ratios between the two stocks have remained almost unchanged since 

2008).   

 

Family Migration 

An additional aspect of the current Chinese diaspora that has received less attention in the 

recent literature is family migration.  This often involves the awarding of residence to 

relatives of those who were born in China and currently reside in, or are citizens of, other 

countries.  The share of family migration within the Chinese diaspora is actually quite 

substantial, both historically (Skinner, 1957) and in the present day.  In the United States, 

for instance, about 55-60 percent of all China-born receiving permanent residence in the 

United States have qualified as either immediate relatives of China-born citizens of the 

United States or other family members of such citizens who receive preferential 

consideration (U.S. Department of Homeland Security Yearbooks, 2014-2016).  Between 

2010 and 2015, the UN suggests that the stock of Chinese in the United States rose by about 

420 thousand (Table 1), slightly above the number of all China born who were awarded 

permanent residence, and roughly half of those so awarded were family members of U.S. 

citizens who were born in China (ibid.).  In Australia, 17 percent of all those receiving 

family visas in 2013-2014 were born in China, with 42 percent of such visas going to 
parents and 52 percent going to partners (Xiang, 2016). 

 

Summary of Findings, and Future Considerations Regarding the Chinese Diaspora 

We begin this summary of our report with a recap of estimates regarding the major 

components of the Chinese diaspora.  According to the United Nations, there were about 10 

million people born in China residing abroad as of 2017 – the first generation of Chinese 

migrants.  According to the Overseas Community Affairs Council (Taiwan), the Chinese 

diaspora around the same time numbered about 45 million people.  Based on these two 

estimates, it would appear that about 35 million people are the children, grandchildren, 

and latter-generation descendants of the original generations of Chinese international 
migrants.   

Below is a rough sketch of the contribution of various categories of migrants to the Chinese 

diaspora.  These numbers are rounded very broadly – to the nearest half million.  The 

categories of first generation migrants are cascading and mutually exclusive (those shown 

for each successive category are assumed to not belong to any of the prior categories).  

Prior evidence suggests that the current stocks of laborers and students from China both 

number about 1 million (each about 10 percent of the first generation migrants).   The 

estimate of 2-3 million former students who have remained abroad is based in part on flow 

figures.  An annual average excess of 100 thousand students who leave China (compared to 

those who return) over the last 30 years would imply up to 3 million former students 

residing abroad, which, given mortality and other uncertainties, we assume could now be 
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as low as 2 million.  The number of migrants presumed to have obtained residence permits 

(or citizenship) through investments, entrepreneurship, or other programs is presumed to 

number about half a million, similar to our estimate of those travelling abroad for trade or 

small-scale mercantile projects (e.g., to Africa).  The largest category, presumed to number 

4-5 million, are family members who go abroad to join relatives already residing abroad.  

This estimate emerges as a residual of all the other estimates and seems plausible based on 

the majority portion of residence permits to Chinese citizens that are given for family 

reunification in the United States. 

1. First generation international migrants from China (10 million) 

a. 1.0 million laborers 

b. 1.0 million current students 

c. 2.0-3.0 million former international students 

d. 0.5 million investors, entrepreneurs, or highly skilled migrants 

e. 0.5 million traders, mercantilists, or family-run businesses 

f. 4.0-5.0 million family-related migrants (formal reunification of immediate 

relatives, family preference, international intermarriage, etc.) 

2. Second or latter-generation descendents of those born in China (35 million) 

 

In addition to these broad categories, we have identified three broad trends of note.  First, 

there has been a feminization of the diaspora in recent years, due both to changes in the 

relative share of different types of migrants as well as sex-specific patterns of international 

inter-marriage.  Second, international migrants from China are increasingly those who are 

wealthy, highly skilled, or soon-to-be highly skilled (e.g., students pursuing higher 

education).  Third, although the net direction of international migration from China 

remains negative at present (e.g., outflows exceed inflows), there are countervailing forces 

which suggest an increasing circularity and globalization of migratory flows. 

Lastly, concerns about Chinese emigration are felt in China as well as in receiving countries.  

The brain drain from China has been a major cause of concern for the Chinese government 

in recent years, but that exodus is now seen as a vast potential reserve of talent that it can 

draw upon for its own benefit.  The Xi administration has been pursuing a variety of 

programs to try to attract such highly skilled “sea turtles” (Hai-guei) back to China through 

its ‘Thousand Talents Program’ (Kennedy, 2018b).  Such skills are particularly valued given 

the already significant collaborative work between China-born scientists residing abroad 

and their non-Chinese counterparts (Nature Index, 2015).  Legislation designed to protect 

national interests in host countries (and prevent the export of critical technologies) run the 

risk of backfiring by alienating Chinese migrants who are otherwise loyal to their host 

countries, as expressed by an open letter of concerned Chinese scientists in Australia (Asia 

and the Pacific Policy Society, 2018). 

China attempts to convey its official views to those residing abroad through the purchase of 

print and television media (Heath, 2018).  There are also softer programs intended to bring 
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Chinese youth to China to encourage a sense of belonging.  For instance, China’s Office of 

Overseas Chinese Affairs, which is under the powerful State Council, has organized two-

week trips for youth of Chinese descent since 1999.  Beginning 2016, due to rising 

prosperity, such trips are now almost free of charge.  More than 400 thousand youth have 
participated in such trips (Liu, 2016). 



17 
 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 
 
Arifin, Evi Nurvidya, M. Sairi Hasbullah, and Agus Pramono.  2017.  "Chinese Indonesians: 
how many, who and where?"  Asian Ethnicity, 18(3): 310-329. 
 
Asia and the Pacific Policy Society (APPS).  2018.  “An open letter from concerned scholars 
of China and the Chinese diaspora, Australia’s debate on ‘Chinese Influence’.”  Policy Forum, 
March 26.  https://www.policyforum.net/an-open-letter-from-concerned-scholars-of-
china-and-the-chinese-diaspora/.  
 
Australia Bureau of Statistics.  2017.  “2016 Census QuickStats Country of Birth.”  
http://quickstats.censusdata.abs.gov.au/census_services/getproduct/census/2016/quicks
tat/6101_036.  
 
_____.  2018.  "Dataset:  Census 2016, Country of Birth of Person by Sex (SA2+)."  ABS.Stat 
Beta Database.  Accessed on 7/25/18 at http://stat.data.abs.gov.au/#. 
 
Bhattacharya, Abanti.  2009.  “The Chinese Diaspora in Southeast Asia: Chinese Nationalism 
Reinforced.”  Diaspora Studies, 2(2):  119-142. 
 
Brubaker, Rogers.  2005.  “The ‘diaspora’:  diaspora.”  Ethnic and Racial Studies, 28(1):  1-
19. 
 
Center for China and Globalization (CCG).  2012.  Annual Report on Chinese 
International Migration - 2012.  Blue Book of Global Talent.  Beijing:  Social Sciences 
Academic Press. 
 
_____.  2015.  Annual Report on Chinese International Migration - 2015.  Blue Book of 
Global Talent.  Beijing:  Social Sciences Academic Press. 
 
China Daily.  2017.  “More Chinese students return from overseas in 2016.”  March 1.  
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2017-03/01/content_28398389.htm. 
  
China Power Team.  2017.  “Is China both a source and hub for international students?” 
China Power, September 26, updated October 31.  Accessed on 7/25/18 at 
https://chinapower.csis.org/china-international-students/.  
 
Department of Statistics Malaysia.  2015.  2010 Census Atlas.  Accessed on 7/25/18 at 
https://www.statistics.gov.my/censusatlas/index.php. 
 
Dollar, David.  2016.  “China’s Engagement with Africa, From Natural Resources to Human 
Resources.”  John L. Thornton China Center Monograph Series, 7, July.  
https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/Chinas-Engagement-with-
Africa-David-Dollar-July-2016.pdf.  

 



18 
 

Han, Enze. 2017. “Bifurcated homeland and diaspora politics in China and Taiwan towards 
the Overseas Chinese in Southeast Asia.”  Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 43, 
December.  https://doi.org/10.1080/1369183X.2017.1409172.   

Heath, Timmy.  2018.  “Beijing’s Influence Operations Target Chinese Diaspora, War on the 
Rock.”  Texas National Security Network, University of Texas, special series Ministry of 
Truth, March 1. https://warontherocks.com/2018/03/beijings-influence-operations-
target-chinese-diaspora/.  
 
Huang, Zheping.  2016.  “Return Ticket, Chinese students are studying abroad in record 
numbers – then coming home in droves.”  Quartz, March 29.  
https://qz.com/940619/chinese-traders-changed-south-africa-now-theyre-leaving/.   
 
Institute of International Education, Inc. (IIE).  2017.  “Top 25 Places of Origin of 
International Students, 2015/16-2016/17.”  Open Doors Report on International 
Educational Exchange.  Places of Origin.  https://www.iie.org/Research-and-Insights/Open-
Doors/Data/International-Students/Places-of-Origin. 
 
Instituto Nacional de Estadísticas Chile.  2013.   Resultados XVIII Censo de Población 
2012.   
 
Kelly, Luke.  2018.  “Editor’s Pick - How China Is Winning Back More Graduates From 
Foreign Universities Than Ever Before.”  Forbes, January 25.          
https://www.forbes.com/sites/ljkelly/2018/01/25/how-china-is-winning-back-more-
graduates-from-foreign-universities-than-ever-before/#539e91495c1e.   
  
Kennedy, Kerrie.  2018a.  “China Outbound Students Numbers at Record High.”  THE PIE 
NEWS, April 17.  https://thepienews.com/news/outbound-student-numbers-increased-
2017/. 
 
_____.  2018b.  “’Sea turtles’ increasing return to China.”  THE PIE NEWS, July 11. 
https://thepienews.com/news/china-experiencing-influx-of-sea-turtles-as-increasing-
number-of-grads-return-home/.  
 
Kuehn, Julia, Kam Louie and David M. Pomfret (eds).  2013.  Diasporic Chineseness After 
the Rise of China: Communities and Cultural Production. Vancouver: UBS Press. 
 
Kuo, Lily. 2017.  “Moving on, Chinese migrants have changed the face of South Africa. Now 
they’re leaving.”  Quartz Africa, April 30.  Accessed 7/3/18 at 
https://qz.com/650511/chinese-students-are-studying-abroad-in-record-numbers-then-
coming-home-to-xx/. 
 
Lee, John.  2017.  “The New Chinese Diaspora.”  The Interpreter, March 31.  Lowy Institute.  
https://www.lowyinstitute.org/the-interpreter/new-chinese-diaspora.  
 



19 
 

Li, Haizheng.  2010.  “Higher Education in China:  Complement or Competition to US 
Universities?”  NBR Chapter in Charles T. Clotfelter (editor), American Universities in a 
Global Market.  Chicago:  University of Chicago Press. 
 
Liang, Zai and Douglas de Toledo Piza.  2017.  “Lessons from China’s Migrations.”  Migration 
Studies, 5(2):  288-299.  https://doi.org/10.1093/migration/mnx027.  
 
Liu, Hong. 2005.  “New Migrants and the Revival of Overseas Chinese Nationalism.”  Journal 
of Contemporary China, 14(43):  291-316.  https://doi.org/10.1080/10670560500065611.  
 
Liu, Leah.  2016.  “Tea Leaf Nation:  China Has Its Own Birthright Tour - Young members of 
the world's largest diaspora can attend camps in their ancestral homeland — now on 
Beijing’s dime.” Foreign Policy, July 27.  https://foreignpolicy.com/2016/07/27/china-has-
its-own-birthright-tour-overseas-chinese-diaspora-soft-power/.  

Luo, Wangshu.  2017.  “More Chinese students set to study overseas.”  The Daily Telegraph, 
World News, March 21.  https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/world/china-
watch/society/more-students-to-study-overseas/.   

Lum, Kathryn.  2015.  “Operationalizing the highly skilled diasporic transnational family: 
China and India's transnational governance strategies.”  Diaspora Studies, 8(1):  51-65.  
https://doi.org/10.1080/09739572.2014.957974.   
 
Lusaka Times.  2007.  “Govt refutes Sata’s claims over Chinese nationals in Zambia.”  
October 27.  https://www.lusakatimes.com/2007/10/27/govt-refutes-satas-claims-over-
chinese-nationals-in-zambia/.  
 
Ma, Hongmei.  2012.  “The Labor Service Cooperation between Russia and China:  an 
Overview of the Framework.”  Matsuyama University Review, 24(2), June.  Accessed 
7/23/18 at https://matsuyama-u-
r.repo.nii.ac.jp/index.php?action=pages_view_main&active_action=repository_action_com
mon_download&item_id=1689&item_no=1&attribute_id=21&file_no=1&page_id=13&block
_id=21  
 
Miao, Lu and Yuiyao Wang.  2017.  International Migration of China – Status, Policy and 
Social Responses to the Globalization of Migration.  Singapore:  Springer.  
 
Mourdoukoutas, Panos.  2018.  What is China Doing in Africa?  Forbes.  August 4.  Accessed 
7/6/18 at   https://www.forbes.com/sites/panosmourdoukoutas/2018/08/04/china-is-
treating-africa-the-same-way-european-colonists-did/#7f858883298b 

Myanmar Statistical Information Service.  2015.  “Foreigners Residing in Myanmar Under 
Foreigner’s Registration Act, by Nationality, Sex and Region and State:  2010-2014.”  
Accessed on 7/9/18 at 
http://mmsis.gov.mm/sub_menu/statistics/statDbList.jsp?vw_cd=MT_ZTITLE. 



20 
 

National Bureau of Statistics of China.  2017.  2017 China Statistical Yearbook.  China 
Statistics Press. 
 
Nature Index.  2015.  “China’s Diaspora Brings it Home.”  Collaborations, issue 527, S68-S71, 
12 November.  http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/527S68a.  
 
Nyíri, Pal.  2005.  “Chapter 6. The “New Migrant”: State and Market Constructions of 
Modernity and Patriotism.”  In Pal Nyíri and Joana Breidenbach (eds.), China Inside Out: 
Contemporary Chinese Nationalism and Transnationalism.  Budapest; New York: 
Central European University Press. 
 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD).  2018.  OECD.Stat, 
International Migration Database.  Accessed on 6/25/18 at https://stats.oecd.org/. 
 
Overseas Community Affairs Council (OCAC), Republic of China (Taiwan).  2013.  “Table 1:  
Overseas Chinese Population Count.”  Downloaded on 6/20/2018 from 
http://www.ocac.gov.tw/OCAC/File/Attach/1168/File_23312.pdf.  
 
_____.  2015.  “Overseas China Population – by Country, Year:  2014.”  Downloaded on 
7/5/2018 from https://www.ocac.gov.tw/OCAC/File/Attach/1168/File_1861.pdf. 
 
_____.  2017.  “Number of Overseas Chinese.”  Downloaded on 6/21/18 from 
http://www.ocac.gov.tw/OCAC/File/Attach/336264/File_63541.pdf.  
 
Postel, Hanna.  2016.  “We may have been massively overestimating the number of Chinese 
migrants in Africa.”  Africa Forum, December 19.  Accessed 7/10/18 at 
http://africanarguments.org/2016/12/19/we-may-have-been-massively-overestimating-
the-number-of-chinese-migrants-in-africa/. 
 
_____.  2017.  “Moving Beyond “China in Africa”: Insights from Zambian Immigration  
Data.”  Journal of Current Chinese Affairs, 46(2), 155–174. 
 
Poston, Jr., Dudley L. and Mei-Yu Yu.  1990.  “The Distribution of the Overseas Chinese in 
the Contemporary World.”  International Migration Review, 24(3): 480–508. 
 
Poston, Jr., Dudley L., Michael Xinxiang Mao, and Mei-Yu Yu.  1994.  “The global distribution 
of the overseas Chinese around 1990.”  Population and Development Review, 20(3): 631–
645. 
 
Poston, Jr., Dudley L. and Juyin Helen Wong.  2016.    “The Chinese diaspora: The current 
distribution of the overseas Chinese population.”  Chinese Journal of Sociology, 2(3):  348–
373. http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/2057150X16655077 
 
Sheffer, Gabriel.  2003.  Diaspora Politics: At Home Abroad.  Cambridge, UK: Cambridge.  
University Press. 



21 
 

Singapore Department of Statistics.  2011.  Census of Population 2010 Statistical 
Release 1 Demographic Characteristics, Education, Language and Religion. 

Skinner, G. William.  1957.  Chinese Society in Thailand: An Analytical History.  Ithaca, 
NY: Cornell University Press.  http://hdl.handle.net/2027/heb.02474.0001.001.  
 
Spencer-Oatey, Helen, Daniel Dauber, Jing Jing, and Wang Lifei.  2017.  “Chinese students’ 
social integration into the university community: hearing the students’ voices.”  Higher 
Education, 74(5): 739-756.  
http://wrap.warwick.ac.uk/84167/1/WRAP_0.1007%252Fs10734-016-0074-0.pdf.  
 
Statistics Canada.  2008.  “Immigrant Status and Place of Birth (38), Sex (3) and Age Groups 
(10) for the Population of Canada, Provinces, Territories and Federal Electoral Districts 
(2003 Representation Order), 2006 Census - 20% Sample Data.”  Accessed on 8/2/18 at 
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/en/catalogue/97-557-X.  
 
Statistics New Zealand.  2018.  NZ.Stat - Dataset: Ethnic group (total responses) by age 
group and sex, for the census usually resident population count, 2001, 2006, and 2013 
Censuses (RC, TA).  Accessed on 7/6/18 at 
http://nzdotstat.stats.govt.nz/wbos/Index.aspx?DataSetCode=TABLECODE8021&_ga=2.13
9155123.1895047669.1530816379-133337536.1530816379#.  
 
Statistics Sweden.  2018.  “Population by country of birth, age and sex. Year 2000 – 2017.”  
Accessed on 8/2/18 at 
http://www.statistikdatabasen.scb.se/pxweb/en/ssd/START__BE__BE0101__BE0101E/Fo
delselandArK/?rxid=86abd797-7854-4564-9150-c9b06ae3ab07.  
 
Sun, Irene Yuan, Kartik Jayaram, and Omid Kassiri.  2017.  “Dance of the lions and dragons:  
How are Africa and China engaging, and how will the partnership evolve?”   McKinsey and 
Company.  June.   Accessed 7/10/18 at 
https://www.mckinsey.com/~/media/mckinsey/featured%20insights/middle%20east%
20and%20africa/the%20closest%20look%20yet%20at%20chinese%20economic%20eng
agement%20in%20africa/dance-of-the-lions-and-dragons.ashx. 
 
United Kingdom Office of National Statistics.  2018.  “Stock Table 1.3: Estimated overseas-
born population resident in the United Kingdom, for the top 60 most common countries of 
birth.” Accessed on 7/5/18 at 
https://www.ons.gov.uk/peoplepopulationandcommunity/populationandmigration/inter
nationalmigration/datasets/populationoftheunitedkingdombycountryofbirthandnationalit
y.  

United Nations Economic Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO).  2018.  
Sustainable Development Goals.  UNESCO Institute for Statistics:  Education.  Accessed on 
7/9/18 at http://data.uis.unesco.org/Index.aspx?DataSetCode=EDULIT_DS. 

United Nations, Department of Economic and Social Affairs. Population Division.  2017.  
Trends in International Migrant Stock: The 2017 revision (United Nations database, 



22 
 

POP/DB/MIG/Stock/Rev.2017).  Accessed on 7/25/2018 at 
http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/migration/data/estimates2/estim
ates17.shtml.   

U.S. Census Bureau.  2018a. “2016 American Community Survey 1-Year Estimates.”  
Accessed on 7/12/18 at https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml.  

_____.  2018b.  International Data Base.  Accessed on 7/25/18 at 
https://www.census.gov/data-tools/demo/idb/informationGateway.php.  Last updated 
August 2017. 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS).  2015.  2014 Yearbook of Immigration 
Statistics.  Washington DC:  DHS Office of Immigration Statistics. 
https://www.dhs.gov/immigration-statistics/yearbook/2014.  
 
_____.  2016.  2015 Yearbook of Immigration Statistics.  Washington, DC: DHS Office of 
Immigration Statistics.  https://www.dhs.gov/immigration-statistics/yearbook/2015.  
 
_____.  2016.  2016 Yearbook of Immigration Statistics.  Washington, DC: DHS Office of 
Immigration Statistics.  https://www.dhs.gov/immigration-statistics/yearbook/2016.  
 
U.S. Department of State.  Various years.  Visa Statistics – Report of Visa Office.   
https://travel.state.gov/content/travel/en/legal/visa-law0/visa-statistics.html.  
 
Vertovec, Steven.  2005  “The Political Importance of Diasporas.”  Migration Information 
Source, June 1. 
 
Wang, Gungu.  1991.  China and the Chinese Overseas.  Singapore:  Times Academic 
Press. 

World Bank.  2018.  Bilateral Remittance Matrix 2017 (updated as of April 2018).  Accessed 
on 7/25/18 at http://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/labormarkets/brief/migration-and-
remittances.  

Xiang, Biao.  2016.  Emigration Trends and Policies in China:  Movement of the Wealthy and 
Highly Skilled.  Transatlantic Council on Migration, A Project of the Migration Policy 
Institute.  February. 
 
Zhao, Xinying.  2016.  “1,171 foreign students lose govt scholarships.”  China Daily. 24 
October. 
 
Zong, Jie and Jeanne Batalova.  2017.  “Chinese Immigrants in the United States.”  Migration 

Policy Institute, September 29.  Accessed 7/20/18 at 

https://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/chinese-immigrants-united-states 

 

 



Table 1.  Population Born in China by Current Residence: 1990-2017

1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2017

United States 773,939 1,058,487 1,348,465 1,607,654 1,922,950 2,345,208 2,422,998
Hong Kong 1,659,157 1,772,597 1,886,037 2,070,537 2,260,045 2,307,783 2,343,868
Japan 150,383 226,056 335,600 648,120 687,156 712,522 741,022
Canada 168,079 286,712 412,162 508,994 611,990 684,401 711,555
South Korea 19,827 48,299 92,142 242,958 490,028 609,333 614,012
Australia 97,526 108,346 144,710 227,610 371,590 451,084 472,931
Singapore 150,447 191,075 250,198 299,651 365,797 448,566 462,632
Macau 172,346 187,448 199,200 230,183 261,728 281,611 290,609
United Kingdom 23,384 83,030 144,073 147,321 162,564 197,182 207,278
Italy 32,172 53,519 74,865 137,633 200,400 200,434 203,959
Bangladesh 140,163 131,427 122,691 145,405 160,252 162,772 166,646
Spain 8,432 4,349 2,138 81,322 154,918 155,713 157,190
France 41,681 43,028 44,375 70,951 101,734 111,938 111,717
Germany 19,834 34,512 49,190 67,622 82,817 86,291 102,709
New Zealand 9,059 18,991 37,900 74,705 84,329 92,602 95,067
Thailand 58 116 200 33,311 68,811 74,411 76,595
Indonesia 258,310 170,906 83,502 72,094 65,307 72,302 73,971
Netherlands 20,779 26,141 32,395 43,937 52,904 62,708 67,085
Russia 67,405 64,969 60,177 58,247 55,119 56,171 56,210
South Africa 8,690 8,051 9,695 11,605 20,095 36,576 38,684
Philippines 53,792 72,391 88,418 71,566 35,398 35,952 37,083
Burma 72,413 55,637 44,999 38,118 35,082 33,656 34,276
Sweden 6,920 8,212 8,807 14,006 21,869 29,470 29,326
North Korea 19,668 19,590 19,511 22,740 25,969 28,594 28,877
Brazil 8,532 9,429 10,326 14,884 19,229 23,156 23,769

Note: Definitions vary by country.  For most countries estimates are of those born in China (regardless 
of current citizenship).  For other countries the estimates refer to citizens of China residing in their 
country.  Ranked by 2017 population size.

Source:   United Nations, Department of Economic and Social Affairs. Population Division, 2017.



Table 2. Population Born in China by Current Region of Residence: 1990-2017  

1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2017

WORLD 4,229,860 4,945,376 5,786,954 7,242,306 8,648,885 9,675,209 9,962,058

More developed regions 1,458,177 2,070,328 2,765,082 3,786,857 4,635,798 5,331,960 5,537,168
Less developed regions 2,771,683 2,875,048 3,021,872 3,455,449 4,013,087 4,343,249 4,424,890
  Lesser developed regions 2,525,755 2,650,442 2,817,995 3,238,577 3,777,816 4,101,773 4,178,280
  Least developed countries 245,928 224,606 203,877 216,872 235,271 241,476 246,610

High-income countries 3,393,997 4,212,157 5,147,234 6,584,778 7,967,157 8,933,699 9,201,838
Middle-income countries 790,296 684,208 592,456 609,810 629,318 686,404 704,705
Low-income countries 44,515 47,659 45,611 46,259 51,212 53,687 54,032

AFRICA 21,622 24,298 31,874 32,140 40,145 59,028 61,761
  Sub-Saharan Africa 19,777 21,997 29,048 28,978 36,696 55,098 57,896
  Eastern Africa 2,135 4,985 10,281 7,991 6,370 7,043 7,354
  Middle Africa 390 455 623 471 899 1,148 1,170
  Western Africa 1,255 1,208 1,163 1,419 1,709 1,932 1,991
  Northern Africa 3,523 4,012 4,572 5,052 4,664 5,041 5,175
  Southern Africa 14,319 13,638 15,235 17,207 26,503 43,864 46,071

ASIA 2,842,685 3,005,813 3,238,437 3,973,557 4,551,662 4,869,076 4,973,011
  Southern Asia 181,183 171,335 155,727 175,428 192,052 193,890 197,423
  Western Asia 2,655 11,236 19,700 23,806 27,850 26,756 27,778
  Central Asia 1,539 1,814 2,085 2,240 2,392 2,482 2,528
  Eastern Asia 2,023,030 2,255,811 2,534,503 3,219,530 3,733,471 3,949,216 4,028,071
  South-Eastern Asia 634,278 565,617 526,422 552,553 595,897 696,732 717,211

EUROPE 259,106 371,607 486,073 719,510 957,429 1,045,782 1,093,238
  Northern Europe 34,757 101,283 169,854 190,719 224,942 274,613 288,557
  Southern Europe 42,031 61,441 82,148 229,878 371,501 373,487 378,654
  Western Europe 103,807 128,670 154,379 217,295 278,008 307,888 331,078
  Eastern Europe 78,511 80,213 79,692 81,618 82,978 89,794 94,949



Table 2. Population Born in China by Current Region of Residence: 1990-2017  

1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2017

NORTHERN AMERICA 942,103 1,345,328 1,760,799 2,116,912 2,535,294 3,029,970 3,134,910

LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN 50,447 57,549 66,830 82,072 99,448 118,956 122,327
  South America 31,229 36,169 42,325 54,071 66,161 79,639 81,867
  Central America 13,294 14,411 16,407 20,766 26,486 32,482 33,571
  Caribbean 5,924 6,969 8,098 7,235 6,801 6,835 6,889

OCEANIA 113,897 140,781 202,941 318,115 464,907 552,397 576,811
  Australia/New Zealand 106,585 127,337 182,610 302,315 455,919 543,686 567,998
  Polynesia 830 986 1,130 1,325 1,452 1,422 1,436
  Melanesia 1,301 1,301 1,265 1,259 1,310 1,329 1,341
  Micronesia 5,181 11,157 17,936 13,216 6,226 5,960 6,036

Note: Definitions vary by country.  For most countries estimates are of those born in China (regardless of current citizenship).  For other 
countries the estimates refer to citizens of China residing in their country.

Source:   United Nations, Department of Economic and Social Affairs. Population Division, 2017.



Estimate

Total 42,500,000                       
Asia 31,010,000                       
　Indonesia 8,360,000                          
　Thailand 7,000,000                          
　Malaysia 6,580,000                          
　Singapore 2,870,000                          
　Philippines 1,500,000                          
    Burma 1,220,000                          
　Vietnam 1,030,000                          
　Others 2,440,000                          
Americas 8,110,000                          
　United States 4,550,000                          
　Canada 1,580,000                          
　Peru 990,000                             
　Others 980,000                             
Europe 1,760,000                          
　France 500,000                             
　United Kingdom 460,000                             
　Others 800,000                             
Oceania 1,170,000                          
　Australia 950,000                             
　New Zealand 170,000                             
　Others 50,000                                
Africa 470,000                             
　South Africa 250,000                             
　Others 220,000                             

Note:  Estimates were reported in the source rounded to the ten thousands.

Table 3.  Overseas Chinese Population Estimated by Overseas Community 
Affairs Council, Republic of China (Taiwan):  2014

Source:  Overseas Community Affairs Council (OCAC), Republic of China 
(Taiwan), 2015.  



(in thousands)

World Asia Americas Europe Oceania Africa

1948 8,721 8,379 209 54 64 15
1952 12,536 12,228 204 12 61 31
1953 13,330 12,988 236 12 63 31
1954 13,472 13,125 238 12 66 31
1955 14,127 13,745 266 14 69 33
1956 14,208 13,841 252 14 68 33
1957 14,358 … … … … …
1958 14,405 14,013 278 11 70 33
1959 14,472 14,074 278 12 70 38
1960 14,581 14,152 301 14 74 40
1961 15,385 14,880 406 16 42 41
1962 16,359 15,804 444 20 48 43
1963 16,897 16,316 450 34 49 48
1964 17,429 16,850 446 34 51 48
1965 17,563 16,981 450 34 51 47
1966 17,736 17,098 488 54 49 47
1967 18,118 17,422 539 62 45 50
1968 18,298 17,573 552 62 61 50
1969 18,800 18,008 603 68 64 57
1970 19,294 18,343 711 112 69 59
1971 19,834 18,880 711 112 69 62
1972 20,235 19,238 749 117 69 62
1973 21,063 19,999 790 141 69 64
1974 21,467 20,385 795 152 69 66
1975 22,025 20,759 926 197 75 68
1976 22,588 21,139 1,075 233 75 66
1977 23,203 21,558 1,221 279 77 68
1978 24,037 22,067 1,497 322 77 74
1979 24,473 22,250 1,517 524 108 74
1980 24,654 22,391 1,558 525 105 75
1981 25,584 23,202 1,613 544 148 77
1982 26,092 23,631 1,663 551 168 79
1983 26,196 23,665 1,705 567 179 80
1984 27,783 25,023 1,903 581 202 74
1985 28,124 25,300 1,955 583 214 72
1986 28,715 25,799 2,044 585 214 73
1987 29,325 26,226 2,167 532 326 74
1988 30,316 27,161 2,182 552 331 90
1989 31,134 27,894 2,241 567 340 92
1990 31,371 27,664 2,663 589 356 99
1991 33,875 29,484 3,356 559 392 84
1992 35,510 30,635 3,731 646 404 94

Table 4.  Overseas Chinese Population Estimated by Overseas Community 
Affairs Council, Republic of China (Taiwan): 1948-2016



(in thousands)

World Asia Americas Europe Oceania Africa

1993 36,128 31,054 3,802 757 407 108
1994 37,144 31,752 3,976 869 432 115
1995 38,664 32,911 4,261 886 487 119
1996 39,042 32,984 4,542 899 498 119
1997 33,238 26,912 4,730 938 535 123
1998 33,726 27,071 5,020 945 564 126
1999 34,506 26,788 6,013 968 605 132
2000 35,045 27,363 5,959 955 631 137
2001 35,800 27,821 6,124 973 745 137
2002 36,722 28,352 6,501 983 742 144
2003 37,505 28,985 6,615 987 764 154
2004 38,083 29,344 6,807 1,003 775 154
2005 38,342 29,437 6,931 1,022 797 155
2006 38,698 29,803 6,835 1,039 866 155
2007 38,629 29,561 6,838 1,144 868 219
2008 38,688 29,589 6,781 1,189 910 217
2009 39,082 29,747 6,906 1,259 932 238
2010 39,568 29,815 7,255 1,317 945 236
2011 40,307 30,041 7,498 1,565 955 249
2012 41,357 30,723 7,690 1,608 1,066 270
2013 41,784 30,656 7,903 1,696 1,129 401
2014 42,504 31,008 8,105 1,756 1,169 466
2015 43,296 31,282 8,336 1,963 1,185 529
2016 44,623 32,028 8,669 2,153 1,206 566

Source:  Overseas Community Affairs Council (OCAC), Republic of China 
(Taiwan), 2013; 2017.  

Table 4.  Overseas Chinese Population Estimated by Overseas Community 
Affairs Council, Republic of China (Taiwan): 1948-2016 (continued)



Table 5.  Stock of China-Born Population by Country:  2000-2016

Country 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Australia 141,350 148,020 157,000 170,020 187,450 205,200 227,600 251,960 278,320 313,030 344,980 371,550 387,420 401,560 422,600 451,820 487,070
Austria .. 7,636 7,636 9,486 11,099 12,218 12,895 13,101 13,361 13,468 13,495 13,411 13,595 14,100 14,508 15,143 15,986
Belgium 5,569 5,569 7,125 8,986 10,138 10,959 11,535 12,373 14,537 15,010 15,600 17,072 17,372 18,421 18,969 19,048 19,452
Canada .. 332,825 .. .. .. .. 466,940 .. .. .. .. 545,535 .. .. .. .. ..
Chile .. .. 1,653 1,653 .. .. .. .. .. 4,589 4,589 5,208 5,873 6,569 .. .. ..
Czechia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 4,910 4,910 .. .. .. ..
Denmark .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 7,493 7,493 8,221 8,506 8,642 8,561 8,824 9,399 9,953 10,611
Estonia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 224 224 231 264 287 312
Finland 2,035 2,094 2,464 2,706 3,096 3,530 4,123 4,590 5,269 5,982 6,591 7,034 7,708 8,272 8,894 9,433 9,956
France 31,000 .. .. .. .. 75,350 75,350 80,326 85,268 90,227 95,352 98,459 102,239 105,258 106,884 .. ..
Germany .. .. .. .. .. 66,000 66,000 71,000 80,000 75,000 78,000 72,000 70,000 75,000 88,000 108,000 107,000
Greece .. 616 616 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 3,640 3,640 1,174 1,582 1,012 1,012 ..
Hungary 2,638 3,527 3,600 3,770 3,874 4,200 4,476 4,738 5,040 5,372 5,632 10,933 8,987 9,890 11,104 14,829 18,193
Iceland 158 189 201 229 272 352 763 941 606 469 483 523 512 548 550 582 609
Ireland .. .. 5,599 5,599 .. .. 11,022 11,022 .. .. .. 11,458 11,276 .. .. .. 11,262
Israel .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1,040 1,040 1,030 1,050 1,090 1,110 1,130
Italy .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 195,742 195,742 194,677 193,549 191,967 191,272 197,090 200,372 212,173
Japan .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Korea, South .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Latvia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Luxembourg .. 1,013 1,013 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 1,869 1,869 .. .. .. .. ..
Mexico 1,754 1,754 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 6,655 6,655 .. .. .. 8,860 8,860
Netherlands 20,629 22,706 25,786 28,686 31,455 33,459 34,788 35,476 37,056 39,987 42,525 44,711 47,498 49,705 51,294 52,545 54,413
New Zealand .. 38,949 38,949 .. .. .. 78,114 78,114 .. .. .. .. .. 89,121 89,121 .. ..
Norway 3,617 3,816 4,160 4,800 5,504 5,995 6,612 7,092 7,646 8,240 8,852 9,424 9,948 10,436 10,821 11,203 11,520
Poland .. .. 736 736 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
Portugal .. 2,287 2,287 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 10,887 10,887 .. .. .. ..
Slovakia .. .. .. .. 1,643 1,643 .. .. .. .. .. .. 611 611 1,026 1,074 1,135
Slovenia .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 912 912 905 963 1,033 1,038
Spain 19,000 27,589 37,522 51,091 62,257 86,964 104,789 108,258 127,802 146,353 154,917 160,987 163,727 160,457 155,677 155,713 158,717
Sweden 7,568 8,150 8,959 9,776 10,852 11,923 13,277 14,453 16,013 18,256 21,202 23,998 25,657 26,824 27,923 28,699 28,410
Switzerland 7,524 7,524 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 14,019 14,019 15,392 17,087 19,259 20,817 22,286



Table 5.  Stock of China-Born Population by Country:  2000-2016 (continued)

Country 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Turkey .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
United Kingdom .. .. .. .. .. .. 80,000 104,000 120,000 86,000 118,000 148,000 98,956 116,000 118,000 114,000 114,000
United States 890,645 932,092 1,063,424 1,081,244 1,127,711 1,218,362 1,202,923 1,357,482 1,367,772 1,339,131 1,425,814 1,604,373 1,651,511 1,719,819 1,786,116 1,929,535 2,065,431

Source:  Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), 2018.



Table 6.  Chinese Population by Sex and Sex Ratio for Select Countries

UN Estimate of Sex Ratio
Total Male Female Sex Ratio 2010 2017

Australia:  2016 Census 509,557 224,148 285,409 0.79 0.83 0.81

United States:  2016 American Community Survey 2,716,548 1,203,431 1,513,117 0.80 0.96 0.94

United Kingdom:  2017 Annual Population Survey 216,000 96,000 120,000 0.80 0.94 0.91

New Zealand:  2013 Census 163,104 76,755 86,349 0.89 0.94 0.94

Singapore:  2010 Census 2,794,000 1,237,742 1,556,258 0.96 0.70 0.69

Indonesia:  2010 Census (ethnicity) 2,832,510 1,425,236 1,407,274 1.01 1.28 1.33

Malaysia:  2010 Census 6,392,636 3,289,411 3,103,225 1.06 1.05 1.11

Burma:  2014 Vital Registration 24,065 12,476 11,589 1.08 1.12 1.14

Chile:  2012 Census 3,491 2,002 1,489 1.34 1.23 0.73

China:  2015 population U.S. Census Bureau 1,367,485,388 703,439,493 664,045,895 1.06

Note: Countries ranked by sex ratio.

Sources:  Australia Bureau of Statistics, 2018; U.S. Census Bureau, 2018a; United Kingdom Office of National Statistics, 2018.
Statistics New Zealand, 2018; Singapore Department of Statistics, 2011; Arifin, Hasbullah, and Pramono,  2017;
U.S. Census Bureau, 2018b; Department of Statistics Malaysia, 2015; Myanmar (Burma) Statistical Information Service,  2015;
Instituto Nacional de Estadísticas Chile, 2013; United Nations, Department of Economic and Social Affairs. Population Division, 2017.



Table 7.  Age Structure of Chinese Population in Select Countries

Percent Distribution by Age:
Population Type Under 15 15 to 64 65+ All Ages

Indonesia 2010 2,832,510 Self identified 23% 70% 7% 100%
2010 Census, ethnicity

Singapore 2,794,000 Self identified 16% 74% 10% 100%
2010 Census

United States 2016 2,716,548 Foreign born 6% 77% 17% 100%
2016 American Community Survey

Canada 466,940 Foreign born 8% 72% 19% 100%
2006 Census

New Zealand 163,104 Foreign born 19% 73% 9% 100%
2013 Census

Sweden 31,333 Foreign born 14% 83% 4% 100%
2017 administrative records

Sum for 6 countries 9,004,435
Average for 6 countries 14% 75% 11% 100%

China 1,367,485,388 17% 73% 10% 100%
2015 U.S. Census Bureau International Data Base

Sources:
U.S. Census Bureau, 2018a.
Statistics Canada, 2008.
Singapore Department of Statistics, 2011.
Statistics Sweden, 2018.
Statistics New Zealand, 2018.
Arifin, Hasbullah, and Pramono,  2017.  
U.S. Census Bureau, 2018b.



Chinese population:
Singapore Malaysia Australia

2010 2010 2016

Christianity 20.1% 11.1% 6.2%
Buddhism/Taoism 57.4% 83.6% 10.9%
  Buddhism 43.0%
  Taoism 14.4%
Islam 0.4% 0.7%
Hinduism - 0.2%
Other Religions* 0.3% 3.7% 9.5%
No Religion 21.8% 0.8% 73.4%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Number 2,794,000      6,393,000      510,000         

Sources:
Singapore Department of Statistics, 2011.
Department of Statistics Malaysia, 2015.
Australia Bureau of Statistics, 2017.

Note: *Includes Confucianism, a published category in Malaysia, but which 
may be considered "no religion" in Singapore and Australia.

Table 8.  Distribution of Chinese Population by Religion in 
Singapore, Malaysia, and Australia



Remittance to China 
(US$ millions)

Cumulative share of 
all remittances 

(percent)

Remittances from 
China (US$ 

millions)

WORLD 63,860                       2,828                          
United States 16,141                       25 149                             
Hong Kong 15,548                       50 4                                   
Japan 4,238                          56 295                             
Canada 4,144                          63 20                                
South Korea 4,144                          69 523                             
Australia 2,922                          74 53                                
Singapore 2,763                          78 0
Macau 2,141                          81 5                                   
Italy 1,177                          83 18                                
Spain 1,075                          85 29                                
Bangladesh 992                             87 9                                   
United Kingdom 977                             88 11                                
Thailand 855                             89 137                             
Germany 646                             90 58                                
New Zealand 624                             91 1                                   
France 586                             92 193                             
Netherlands 415                             93 5                                   
Indonesia 359                             94 109                             
Malaysia 335                             94 10                                
Russia 325                             95 7                                   
Burma 271                             95 8                                   
Philippines 206                             95 536                             
Sweden 185                             96 20                                
North Korea 157                             96 0
Nepal 139                             96 5                                   
All Other 2,499                          100 620                             

Notes:

Source:  World Bank, 2018.

Table 9.  Top Destinations Sending Remittances to China, and Corresponding 
Remittances from China: 2017 

These estimates are based on the methodology developed by Ratha and Shaw, 2007, "South-South 
Migration and Remittances," World Bank (www.worldbank.org/prospects/migrationandremittances).  
The remittance data is for 2016, disaggregated using host country and origin country incomes, and 
estimated migrant stocks from 2013.

These are analytical estimates based on logical assumptions and derived from a global estimation of 
bilateral remittance flows worldwide. They are not actual officially reported data. The caveats attached to 
these estimates are: (a) the data on migrants in various destination countries are incomplete; 
(b) the incomes of migrants abroad and the costs of living are both proxied by per capita incomes in 
purchasing power parity terms, which is only a rough proxy; and (c) there is no way to capture 
remittances flowing through informal, unrecorded channels.

These estimates are based on the Bilateral Migration Matrix 2017.  



Place of Origin 2015/16 2016/17
Percent of 

the total
Percent 
change

TOTAL 1,043,839 1,078,822 100.0 3.4
China 328,547 350,755 32.5 6.8
India 165,918 186,267 17.3 12.3
South Korea 61,007 58,663 5.4 -3.8
Saudi Arabia 61,287 52,611 4.9 -14.2
Canada 26,973 27,065 2.5 0.3
Vietnam 21,403 22,438 2.1 4.8
Taiwan 21,127 21,516 2.0 1.8
Japan 19,060 18,780 1.7 -1.5
Mexico 16,733 16,835 1.6 0.6
Brazil 19,370 13,089 1.2 -32.4
Iran 12,269 12,643 1.2 3.0
Nigeria 10,674 11,710 1.1 9.7
Nepal 9,662 11,607 1.1 20.1
United Kingdom 11,599 11,489 1.1 -0.9
Turkey 10,691 10,586 1.0 -1.0
Germany 10,145 10,169 0.9 0.2
Kuwait 9,772 9,825 0.9 0.5
France 8,764 8,814 0.8 0.6
Indonesia 8,727 8,776 0.8 0.6
Venezuela 8,267 8,540 0.8 3.3

Note:  Countries ranked by 2016/17 totals.

Source:  Institute of International Education, Inc. (IIE), 2017.

Table 10.  Top 20 Countries of Origin of International Students in the 
United States: 2015/16 and 2016/17
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Figure 3.  Net Migration from China to Australia, the United States, 
and Other OECD Countries: 2001-2016

Australia United States Other OECD
Notes:  Other OECD countries include only those for which annual data are available for the entire time period (Hungary, Iceland, the Netherlands, Norway,
Spain, and Sweden).  Net migration is calculated as the difference between annual stocks of foreign born  as reported  by each member country.
Source:  Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), 2018.
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Figure 4.  Asylum Applications from Chinese Citizens to France, Germany, United Kingdom, United States, 
and All Other OECD Countries: 2000-2016

France Germany United Kingdom United States All Other
Source:  Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), 2018.
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Figure 5.  Sex Ratio of China-born Residing Outside China by World Region:  1990 to 2017

1990 2000 2010 2017

Source:  United Nations, Department of Economic and Social Affairs. Population Division, 2017.  
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Figure 6.  Stock of Chinese Laborers Working Overseas on Contracted Projects and Labor Services: 1984 
to 2016 (in thousands)

Contracted Projects Labor Services Both Combined

Source:  National Bureau of Statistics of China, 2017.
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Figure 7.  Formal Remittances to China (1982-2017) and from China (1982-2014)

Remittances to China Remittances from China

Note:  2017 data preliminary.

Source: World Bank, 2018. 
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Figure 8.  Student Migrants from China 

Annual Outflows and Return Flows: 2010-2016

Chinese Students Going Abroad Students Returning to China

Source: China Daily, 2017; Huang, 2016; and Kennedy, 2018a.
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Figure 9.  Stock of Students from China Studying Overseas vs. 
Stock of Overseas Students Studying in China: 2001-2015
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Sources:   Center for China and Globalization (CCG), 2012; China Power Team, 2017; United Nations Economic Scientific and Cultural Organization 
(UNESCO), 2018.
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Figure 10.  Stock of Students from China Studying Overseas -
Top 20 Destinations: 2015

Source:  United Nations Economic Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), 2018.


