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How Far China’s Universities Are to the World Class Universities:

A Perspective of Undergraduate Student Global Learning and Experience
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(1.Of fice of the President , University of Cali fornia , Oakland 94607, USA ;
2. Institute o f Higher Education, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: A university’s globalization is one of the most important criteria to measure
world class universities. This study examines how far China’s universities are to the world
class universities in terms of undergraduate student global knowledge and experience. The
findings show that Chinese students are far behind their American counterparts in these are-
as. The study also finds that student participation in global learning is significantly correla-
ted to their related knowledge and skills. The study suggests that to build world class uni-
versities, China should focus more on undergraduate education, particularly by involving in-
terlocks between globalization and functional courses, and establishing a global culture on

campuses to provide more opportunities for students to obtain global experience.
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