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Research on the Implementation Path of the Establishment of
Internationalized Famous City of Higher Education in China:
From the Perspective of QS Best Student Cities Rankings

GUO Qiang
(Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Nanjing 210023)

Abstract: QS Best Student Cities Rankings as an important evaluation dimension to measure the level of the

internationalization of urban higher education, so that a comprehensive evaluation index system for urban higher

education internationalization has been constructed. From this perspective, we can see some problems related to

the establishment of internationalized famous city of higher education in China. It is proposed that the state

should attach great importance to the radiation effect of internationalization of higher education to the urban

development, pay attention to its spatial spillover effect on economic growth; strengthen the construction of service

institutions for foreign students and build a comprehensive guarantee system; pay attention to urban

characteristics and cultural connotation construction, enhance the international influence and attraction of the

city; actively introduce external quality education resources, accelerate the construction of a number of higher

education international demonstration cities, pay attention to cooperative development, and build the integration

relationship between urban construction and the establishment of first—class universities.
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