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International surveys under the name EUROSTUDENT started in the 
1990s with the aim of revealing social and economic conditions of student 
life. Their primary objective is to encourage European decision-makers to 
become familiar with the characteristics of  higher education systems, and 
to integrate the results in policy decisions.

EUROSTUDENT focuses on the following research fields:
• Entry into higher education
• Students’ social backgrounds
• Conditions of student life
• Study types
• Employment and time management
• Students’ financial sources
• Students’ experience related to their studies
• Students’ accommodation 
• Mobility and internationalisation
• Assessment and future plans in the mirror of the study life path

Hungarian implementation of the EUROSTUDENT VI survey to be 
realised with the participation of 28 European countries in the period 
between 2015 and 2018 – professional preparation, data collection, data 
cleaning and dissemination of results – is carried out by the Department 
of Higher Education Research of the Educational Authority. It is the 
second time that Hungary has participated in this research. At all study 
levels, except for doctoral programmes and postgraduate specialisation 
programmes, the target group of the survey is those students with active 
status in the second semester of the academic year 2015/2016. During 
data collection, students of 25 higher education institutions included in 
the sample (both Hungarian and foreign students) were asked to com-
plete an online questionnaire. The data presented in this flash report are 
given based on the cleaned and weighted database including the data of 
7,202 respondents.

The aim and Hungarian implementation 
of the EUROSTUDENT VI project
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Demographic data
53.7 percent in the weighted sample of the Hungarian data collection of 
EUROSTUDENT VI were female and 46.3 percent male. In the weight-
ed distribution of respondents by their ages 31 percent were under 22. 
33.8 percent were between 22 and 24. 16.6 percent were between 25 and 
29, and 18.6 percent of them were over 30.

Figure 1: Distribution of students by their ages; N = 7,202 

In the case of the English language only 2.4 percent of them indicated 
that they did not know that language at all, whereas in the case of the 
German language the above percentage was 25.8. The students who have 
very good English language skills represent 33.9 percent, whereas the ra-
tio of those speaking German very well is 9.5 percent. Regarding the 
other examined languages (French, Italian, Spanish, Russian), the group 
of those who do not know the concerned language at all was 70 percent, 
whereas the ratio of students speaking the concerned language very well 
did not reach 2 percent in any cases.

Figure 2: Number of languages spoken by the students; N = 7,162

Based on the Hungarian data collection of EUROSTUDENT VI, 93.3 
percent of the students were born in Hungary. 1.6 percent of them were 
born in Romania, and the same percent in Serbia. A total of 1 percent was 
born in Croatia, Slovakia or Ukraine. 2.2 percent of them were born in 
other countries not bordering Hungary.

98.1 percent of those asked in the research have Hungarian mother 
tongue. 28.2 percent of the students speak only their mother tongues at a 
high level, 49.8 percent of them speak one more language, whereas 19.2 
percent of them speak two more languages at a high level in addition to 
their mother tongues. Out of the foreign languages, students definitely 
know the English language the best, and their German language skills are 
also remarkable. 

31.0%

33.8%

18.6%

16.6%
up to 21 years
22 to 24 years
25 to 29 years
30 years or over

28.2%19.2%

2.4% 0.5%

49.8%

One language
Two languages
Three languages
Four languages
More than four languages

11.7 percent of the students have at least one child. Approximately half 
of these students, i.e. 5.1 percent, have a youngest child who is 10 years 
old or older.

15.5 percent of the students reported some chronical disease or impair-
ment, 2 percent of them cope with 2 or more problems. Regarding the 
particular problems, most students, i.e. 5.1 percent, mentioned chronical 
diseases, whereas 2.4 percent of them cope with limitations in studies, 2 
percent with sensory impairment, 1.6 percent with mental health-relat-
ed problems, and the ratio of those with mobility impairment is half a 
percent. 6.3 of the students suffer from some other long-standing health 
problem.
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0.6%

0.4%

3.8%

4.2 %

Figure 3: Students living with impairment; N = 7,030

7.7 percent of the students living with impairment thought that others 
noticed their impairment immediately, whereas 22.6 percent said it was 
noticeable after a short time. 32.2 percent of the students were limited in 
studies, whereas 37.7 percent of them were limited by their health prob-
lems in other activities people usually do to a medium degree or more 
severely.

Figure 4: Limitations of students living with impairment; N = 1,087
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15.5%

6.3%
5.1%

2.4% 2.0% 1.6%
0.5%

1 Severely limited
2
3
4
5 Not limited at all
Impaired, but without indicating limitation

Impaired
Physical chronical disease
Learning disability (ADHD, Dyslexia)
Sensory impairment (vision or hearing)

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Impairments limiting in activities people usually do

Impairments limiting in studies

Social and study backgrounds,  
entry into higher education
Regarding the financial situation of the parents, 44.7 percent of the stu-
dents rate themselves as average, whereas 33.5 percent consider their 
home conditions over average, and 20 percent below average.

Figure 5: Distribution of students regarding the financial background 
of their families; N = 7,202

27.9%

5.6%1.8%3.5%

16.6%

44.7%

Very well-off
Somewhat well-off
Average
Not very well-off
Not at all well-off
No answer

10.6%

10.6% 17.4% 23.3% 44.1%

23.3% 33.9% 27.8%

Mental health problem
Mobility impairment
Another long-standing health problem  
/ functional limitation / impairment / etc.
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Most of the students being active in the period of data collection (39.2 
percent) took their secondary school leaving examination in a traditional 
4-grade secondary grammar school. 28.6 percent of the students took 
their secondary school leaving examination in a different type of secon-
dary school, e.g. in a 5-grade secondary school (supplemented with a 
foreign language preparatory year) or in a 6- or 8-grade secondary school 
or in a bilingual secondary grammar school, whereas 26 percent of them 
took their secondary school leaving examination in a secondary vocatio-
nal school. 95 percent of the students completed their secondary school 
studies in Hungary.

The vast majority of students, i.e. 62.5 percent, started their higher edu-
cation studies at the age of 18 or 19. 22.3 percent were 20 or 21, whereas 
5.1 percent were between 22 and 25 at time of the first enrolment. Only 
less than half a percent started their higher education studies under the 
age of 18.

Figure 8: Student ages at the time of starting higher education 
studies; N = 7,202

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

2.8%

39.2%

26.0%

1.8%
1.6%

13.6%15.0%

62.5%

0.5%

21.9%

3.7%
1.4%

2.1%
1.6%6.2%

What is the highest level of education your father/guardian has obtained? 

What is the highest level of education your mother/guardian has obtained? 

As to parental education, it can be stated that in 39.4 percent of the stu-
dents their mothers, and in 34.3 percent of them their fathers, obtained a 
higher education degree. A total of 54.4 of the students have at least one 
parent who has obtained a higher education degree. 58.9 percent of them 
have a father and 53 percent have a mother with an upper secondary 
educational attainment.

Figure 6: Distribution of students by the highest educational 
attainment of the father and mother; N = 7,202

Up to lower secondary (ISCED 0, 1, 2)
Upper secondary (ISCED 3)
Post-secondary non-tertiary (ISCED 4)
Short-cycle tertiary education (ISCED 5)

Figure 7: Distribution of students by the type of maturation  
high school; N = 7,202

44.4%5.8% 5.2% 6.4% 19.5% 18.5%

Traditional 4-grade secondary grammar school
5-grade secondary school supplemented with 
a foreign language preparatory year
6 or 8-grade secondary school or bilingual 
secondary grammar school
Secondary vocational school
Workers' high school, evening grammar school
Other
No answer

17 or younger
18-19
20-21
22-23
24-25
26-29
30 years and over
No answer

Bachelor's or equivalent (ISCED 6)
Master's or equivalent (ISCED 7)
PhD/ Doctoral or equivalent (ISCED 8)
Do not know/not applicable
No answer

3.2%

1.4%

4.1% 2.6%

12.6% 18.5%45.6% 10.7%

1.6%
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Continuation of the studies immediately after the maturity examination 
can be considered typical as in the case of 72.2 percent of students less 
than one year passed between finishing secondary school and starting hig-
her education studies. The period between secondary and higher educa-
tion studies was longer than 2 years in only 16.2 percent of the students.

Figure 9: The length of period between secondary school leaving 
and first entering into higher education; N = 7,202

72.2%16.2%

11.4%

0.3%

Less than one year
Between one and two years
More than two years
No answer

Higher education studies
The greatest part of students study at classic universities (33.7 percent) 
or at universities with professional profiles composed of a broad range 
of training programmes but differing from the classic universities (42.1 
percent). The group of colleges with relatively lower student populations, 
which provide dominantly business administration, economics and so-
cial-sciences training and colleges with higher student populations pro-
viding a broader range educational profiles also have a significant ratio 
(15.1 percent), whereas the remaining categories are altogether below 10 
percent.

Figure 10: Distribution of students by institution types; N = 7,202

15.1%

4.1%

33.7%

42.1%

2.3%

2.8%

Church colleges providing theological 
education with low student populations
Private colleges with relatively lower 
student populations, which provide domi-
nantly business administration, economics 
and social-sciences training / colleges with 
higher student populations providing a 
broader range educational profile
Specialised colleges with narrower educa-
tional profiles
Universities with with professional profiles 
composed of a broad range of 
 training programmes but differing from 
the classic universities
Relatively small universities  
with special profiles
Classic universities
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Based on the distribution of students by study fields, most of them study 
in programmes in the fields of economics (20 percent), technology (17.7 
percent) and medicine and health sciences (10.2 percent), whereas the 
lowest number study in the fields of arts (1.8 percent), art mediation (0.6 
percent) and religious studies (1.8 percent).

7.1%

20.0%

1.8%

7.2%
5.6%

17.7%

1.8%

10.2%

9.1%

1.9%
5.1%

3.7%

0.6%

5.8%
2.3%

Approximately half of the examined students (47.5 percent) study in Bu-
dapest, whereas 27.4 percent study in Transdanubia (Western Hungary), 
and 25.1 percent in the part of the country east of the Danube (Eastern 
Hungary).

Figure 11: Distribution of students by study location; N = 7,167

47.5%25.1%

27.4%
Central Hungary (Budapest)
Western Hungary (Transdanubia)
Eastern Hungary

Agriculture
Public administration
Humanities
Economics
Religious studies
Information technology (IT)
Law
Technology
Arts
Art mediation
Medicine and health sciences
Teacher training
Sports science
Social science
Natural sciences

When the ratios of sexes in the study fields are compared, it can be stated 
that women are overrepresented in the study fields of teacher training (80.9 
percent), medicine and health sciences (77.3 percent) and art mediation 
(72.3 percent), whereas men are overrepresented in the study fields of in-
formation technology (IT) (85.9 percent), technology (73.2 percent) and 
natural sciences (60.3 percent). When study fields and educational attain-
ment of students’ parents are examined, it can be stated that compared to 
the 54.3 percentage measured for all students, among the students studying 
in the fields of humanities, economics, information technology (IT), tech-
nology, arts, art mediation, medicine and health sciences, sports science, 
social science and natural sciences, the students whose parents have a higher 
education degree are overrepresented, whereas among those participating in 
programmes of the study fields of agriculture, law, public administration, 
teacher training and religious studies, the above group is underrepresented. 
When study fields are examined by the family’s financial background of 
respondents, the highest status is shown by the students in the study fields 
of sports science, economics and social science, whereas the lowest status is 
shown by those studying in the fields of religious studies, natural sciences 
and humanities.

Figure 12: Distribution of students by study fields; N = 7,002
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Not well-off
Average
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Total
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16.0% 46.2% 37.8%
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24.7% 44.9% 30.3%

16.3% 42.1% 41.6%

26.4% 58.4% 15.2%

19.4% 47.0% 33.7%

23.4% 44.0% 32.6%

22.7% 43.6% 33.7%

16.9% 47.6% 35.5%

22.2% 48.1% 29.8%

21.4% 50.4% 28.2%

15.3% 45.0% 39.7%

16.8% 45.2% 38.1%

24.9% 41.2% 33.9%

20.3% 45.6% 34.1%

11.4% 65.9% 22.7%

Figure 13: Financial background of students’ families by study 
fields; N = 6,879

Distribution by the study levels is the following: 4.4 percent participate 
in short cycle degree programmes, 66.4 in bachelor’s degree program-
mes, 17 percent in master’s degree programmes, 0.9 percent in traditional 
college degree programmes, 0.7 percent in traditional university degree 
programmes, and 10.6 percent in unified master’s degree programmes (or 
long national degree programmes). When study levels and educational 
attainment of respondents’ parents are compared, it can be stated that 
54.4 percent of students have at least one parent with a higher education 
degree. In the case of those participating in short cycle degree program-
mes and bachelor’s degree programmes, the above ratio is below the ave-
rage (39 and 52.5 percent), whereas among those participating in master’s 
and long national degree programmes it is over average (59.3 and 63.9 
percent).1 There is no detectable association between the study level and 
the financial background of the family.

Figure 14: Distribution of students by study levels and parents’ 
educational attainment; N = 7,103

Highest educational attainment of parents: no higher education (ISCED 0-4)
Highest educational attainment of parents: higher education (ISCED 5-8)

Short cycle degree ISCED 5

Bachelor's degree ISCED 6

Master's degree ISCED 7

Long national degree 
more than 3 years, ISCED 7

Total
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61.0%

47.5%

40.7%

45.6% 54.4%

39.0%

52.5%

59.3%

36.1% 63.9%

1 Data of those participating in traditional college and university programmes are presented together with 
the data of students participating in bachelor’s and master’s degree programmes, due to the low number of 
the former students.

72.9 percent of students are full-time students, and 27.1 percent are part-
time (correspondent or evening class) students. More than 80 percent of 
those studying full-time are below the age of 25, whereas part-time prog-
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2.4%

2.7%

Up to 21 years 
22 to 24 years

Highest educational attainment of parents: no higher education (ISCED 0-4)
Highest educational attainment of parents: higher education (ISCED 5-8)

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Part-time student

Total

Full-time student

41.7%

31.0% 33.8% 16.6% 18.6%

11.2% 25.1% 61.3%

42.2% 13.4%

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Full-time student

39.5% 60.5%

Part-time student

61.9% 38.1%

Total

45.6% 54.4%

Among those studying full-time, students who have parents with a higher 
education degree are overrepresented (60.5 percent), whereas among the 
part-time students the above group is underrepresented (38.1 percent), 
which can be partly explained by the effect of the age presented above.

Figure 16: Distribution of students by status and parents’ 
educational attainment; N = 7,104

6.6 percent of the respondents answered ‘yes’ to the question whether 
they had interrupted their present higher education studies for at least 
two semesters. There is no association between the distribution by sexes 
and the interruption of studies. As to their age groups, most students 
(15.3 percent) interrupt their studies in the age group between 25 and 
29, whereas the lowest number of students (1.3 percent) interrupts their 
studies in the age group below 21. There was no detectable association 
between the interruption of studies and educational attainment of pa-
rents, or financial background of the family, or living or not living with 
the parents. When compared to the study background, it can be stated 
that those participating in non-full-time programmes can be more cha-
racterised by the interruption of their studies (11.4 percent), contrary 
to the ratio of 4.8 percent that was found among those studying in full-
time programmes, whereas no association could be shown by study levels. 
Students interrupting their studies indicated financial difficulties as the 
most frequent possible reason for study interruption (31 percent), wher-
eas labour market-related reasons were indicated by 28.6 percent, lack 
of motivation by 25 percent, family-related reasons by 21.4 percent and 
health-related reasons by 14.3 percent.

Figure  17: Reasons for interruption of studies – ratio of mentioning 
among students interrupting their studies for at least two terms;  
N = 470

Interruption of studies due to financial difficulties
Interruption of studies due to labour market-related reasons 
(e.g. non-compulsory internship, job opportunity)
Interruption of studies due to lack of motivation

rammes concentrate students who are over 25, also in a ratio exceeding 
80 percent.

Figure  15: Distribution of students by status and age; N = 7,202
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(e.g. pregnancy, care of children, parents etc.)
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4.8%

2.7%

4.7%

3.0%

Further study plans,  
mobility and internationalisation
Nearly every second student in the bachelor’s degree programmes, i.e. 
48.5 percent, plan further studies immediately after finishing the prog-
ramme, whereas 14.5 percent plan it later. Further study after the bachel-
or’s degree programme is planned by the lowest number of students in the 
study fields of information technology (IT), public administration, and 
medicine and health sciences. In the above study fields, 17-22 percent 
of students answered that they did not plan further study at all. Most 
students said that they planned further studies in master’s degree prog-
rammes in the fields of arts, humanities, natural sciences, social science 
and art mediation, and out of them, at least three-fourths would enrol in 
master’s degree programmes later. Regarding further study plans, the hig-
hest number of undecided students was found in the fields of information 
technology (IT), religious studies and teacher training.
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Yes, I plan to continue studying within a year after finishing my current study programme(s)
Yes, I plan to continue studying more than a year after finishing my current study programme(s)
No, I do not plan to continue studying at all
I don’t know yet

Figure 18: Further study plans of students participating in 
bachelor’s (BA/BSc) degree programmes by study fields; N = 4,842
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4.2%

In the master’s degree programmes, the majority of students, i.e. 59.8 
percent, continued their studies immediately after finishing the bachelor’s 
degree programme, within one year. In the case of 14.4 percent of them, 
the shift from one study level to another one took one or two years, wher-
eas 25.8 percent of them took more than two years.

Students studying at higher study levels plan to extend their know-
ledge abroad typically in a somewhat higher ratio. 4.2 percent of the stu-
dents in short cycle degree programmes, as well as almost a three-fold 
ratio of the students in bachelor’s degree programmes, answered that they 
would continue their studies in a foreign higher education institution. 
The ratio of those in long national degree programmes planning studies 
abroad is 17.5 percent, whereas in master’s degree programmes the above 
ratio is 14.7 percent. The most popular target countries among the ba-
chelor’s degree programme students are the United Kingdom, Germany, 
the Netherlands, Austria, the United States of America, Denmark and 
Sweden. More than 20 percent of those wishing to continue their studies 
abroad would go to England, and more than 5 percent to the Scandina-
vian countries. France, Italy, Switzerland, as well as Canada and Japan 
outside Europe are further target countries that are mentioned relatively 
frequently; at least 2 percent of the students in the bachelor’s degree prog-
rammes planning further studies abroad are going to apply in each of the 
above five countries as well.

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Total

70.0% 12.7% 17.3%

Long national degree [more than 3 years, ISCED 7]

63.3% 17.5% 19.2%

Master’s degree [ISCED 7]

64.2% 14.7% 21.2%

Bachelor’s degree [ISCED 6]

70.6% 12.4% 17.0%

Short cycle degree [ISCED 5]

89.1% 6.8%

In Hungary
Abroad (outside of Hungary)
I don't know yet

Figure 19: Planned location of further study by study levels;  
N = 4,075

5.9 percent of the students studied at least one term in a foreign higher 
education institution. 27.8 percent of them reported study plans abroad 
(out of the above students 12.2 percent already started the official proce-
dure required for this during the time of the survey, but 87.8 percent of 
them only plan it), whereas 66.3 percent of them do not have such plans. 
10.4 percent of the respondents participated in other types of studies 
abroad (research, professional internship, summer or winter university, 
language course). 4.4 percent of the students presently participating in 
master’s degree programmes obtained their bachelor’s degrees in a foreign 
institution.
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Figure 20: Participation of students in studies abroad; N = 7,169

66.3%

5.9%

27.8%

12.2%

87.8%

Yes
No, and I do not plan to go
No, but I plan to go
Concrete plans
No concrete plans

Regarding the already realised studies abroad, the participants most often 
studied in bachelor’s degree programmes (67.1 percent), 22.8 percent of 
them participated in master’s degree programmes, 7.9 percent in short 
cycle degree programmes, 7 percent in long national degree programmes, 
and 1.2 percent in doctoral programmes. 

The duration of studies abroad was 6 months (1 semester) on average. The 
most frequent target countries were Germany, France, Austria and the 
Netherlands. 75 percent of the participants studied abroad in EU scholar-
ship programmes, and 10.3 percent in other scholarship programmes, 
whereas 14.7 percent organised their studies themselves. The main source 
of studies abroad was an EU scholarship in 58.5 percent, contribution 
from family or partner in 24.7 percent, and scholarship provided by the 
receiving countries in 4.7 percent.

For those who participated in studies abroad, the greatest difficulties 
were the additional financial burden, the lack of information provided 
by their institution, and the recognition of the study results in the home 
country, whereas the least significant obstacles were the problems with 
access regulations to the preferred country, the health problems, as well 
as the low benefit for the studies in the home country. Compared to the 
above, among those actually planning studies abroad in the future, devi-
ation can be detected only in the least significant difficulties: this group 
considers health problems, the loss of paid job and the lack of motivation 
the least significant obstacles. Students who are open to studies abroad 
but have no concrete plans yet also consider the above effects the least 
hindering factors, whereas they mentioned separation from family and 
friends in addition to financial burdens and lack of information as the 
most serious obstacles. For those who do not plan studies abroad at all, 
financial burdens mean the greatest obstacle as well, plus separation from 
family and friends, and insufficient language skills represent the greatest 
hindrances. This group also considers the health problems, the problems 
with access regulations to the preferred country and the low benefit for 
the studies in the home country the least significant obstacles.
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2

1.94

3.2% 0.2%

1.6%

Figure 21: Obstacles to studies abroad by students’ participation in 
studies abroad – average of scale values where 1 = No obstacle and 
5 = Big obstacle; Nstudied abroad = 414; Nplans for studies abroad= 234;  
Nlater plans for studies abroad= 1,685; Ndoes not plan studies abroad= 4,594
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Assessment of studies 
Students can be generally characterised by their feeling much more pre-
pared for employment in the Hungarian than in the international labour 
market: regarding preparedness for the Hungarian labour market, 53.8 
percent of the respondents consider themselves well or very well prepared, 
while in the case of the international labour market the above ratio is only 
22.5 percent.

Figure 22: Distribution of students by the assessment of preparation for 
Hungarian and international labour market; Npreparation for Hungarian labour market 
= 7,185; Npreparation for international labour market = 7,086 

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

How well the study programme prepares for the national labour market

19.3% 34.4% 21.7% 9.8% 11.3%

How well the study programme prepares for the international labour market

7.1% 15.1% 19.7% 15.0% 32.0%9.6%

Studied abroad 
Concrete plans for studies abroad

1 Very well
2
3
4
5 Very poorly

The comparison by study fields2 shows that regarding the Hungarian la-
bour market, mainly the students in the study fields of teacher training 
(69.1 percent), medicine and health sciences (67.7 percent) and public 
administration (61.9 percent) considered themselves well or very well pre-
pared. Students of the study fields of medicine and health sciences (35.9 
percent), arts (30 percent) and social science (24.4 percent) considered 
their preparedness for the international labour market the most positive.

2 Students in the study field of religious studies are not examined here from the aspect  
of preparedness for the labour market due to the special characteristics of the field.

Unable to rate
No answer

Long perspective plans for studies abroad
No plans for studies abroad

2.63
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0.3%

0.3%

0.4%

0.1%

1 Strongly agree
2
3
4
5 Don’t agree at all

Regarding the assessment of students’ preparedness for the Hungarian 
and the international labour markets, it can be stated that students study-
ing in master’s degree programmes (57.8 and 25.5 percent) and in long 
national degree programmes (62.2 and 29.7 percent, respectively) feel the 
most prepared. However, there is no significant difference in the assess-
ment of preparedness by study levels.

In the questionnaire, students had to assess the quality of the study 
programme they participated in, their own higher educational motiva-
tions, and their teachers’ attitudes. While for 76.2 percent of students 
it was always clear that they would study one day, 60.7 percent of them 
sometimes ask themselves whether study was the right choice. However, 
only 21.4 percent of them have the feeling often that they do not realy-
ly belong in higher education. 51.6 percent said it had been clear from 
the beginning what was expected from them in their study programmes, 
whereas 64.1 percent of them are so satisfied with their studies that they 
would recommend their study programmes to others. Regarding teachers’ 
attitudes, 51.3 percent of the students said their teachers inspired them. 
At the same time, only 34.3 percent feel that the teaching staff is concer-
ned with their learning progress.

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

My teachers inspire me

18.1% 33.3% 27.8% 14.0%

I would recommend my study programme

32.0% 32.1% 20.6% 6.3%8.6%

I often have the feeling that I don’t really belong in higher education

8.2% 13.1% 17.3% 24.8% 36.3%

It was always clear I would study one day

57.4% 18.7% 12.1% 5.3%6.4%

It was clear from the beginning what is expected from me in my study programme

21.8% 29.8% 24.5% 15.8% 7.8%

Teaching staff is concerned with my learning progress

11.2% 23.1% 30.3% 14.4%20.7%

I sometimes ask myself whether studying was the right choice for me

11.7% 12.6% 15.0% 17.3% 43.3%

Figure 23: Satisfaction of students with their studies; N = 7,202

No answer

0.1%
6.7%

Respondents also had to state how satisfied they were with their studies. 
Results show that the responses were positive in all the three examined 
aspects: students were the most satisfied with the quality of education 
and the preparedness of teachers (71.1 percent said they were fully or 
very satisfied); however, they had a similarly positive opinion on student 
services (68.9 percent), furthermore on the organisation of lectures and 
exams (60.4 percent).
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Living conditions, accommodation
37 percent of students live with their parents. 18.3 percent live in student 
accommodation and 43.7 percent live in another form – not at home and 
not in student accommodation but for example alone, with friends or 
with their own families. 41.1 percent of full-time students live at home, 
one-fourth of them in student accommodation, and one-third of them 
in an independent household. Contrary to the above, only 26.5 percent 
of those participating in correspondence and evening (part-time) studies 
live with their parents, and only 1 percent of them live in student accom-
modation, and 72.5 percent live independently.

Figure 24: Distribution of students by the form of accommodation 
and status; N = 7,127

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

41.4%

24.9%

33.7%

37.4%

18.5%

44.1%

26.5%

72.5%

Full-time student TotalPart-time student

Living with parents
Living in student accommodation
Not living with parents, not in student accommodation

Living with parents
Living in student accommodation
Not living with parents, not in student accommodation

The form of accommodation is related to the age and the parental back-
ground. While 45.3 percent of the students under 22 live with their pa-
rents, and 28.2 percent of them live independently, over 30 only 15.5 
percent of students live at home, and 82.9 percent of them in an inde-
pendent household. The ratio of those living in student accommodation 
among students at the age of 21 and under is 26.6 percent, whereas it is 
only 1.6 percent among those over 30. 58.1 percent of the students living 
at home have parents with a higher education degree, whereas the parents 

of 41.5 percent of these students have maximum secondary educational 
attainment. The parents of students living in student accommodation 
have a higher education degree and lower educational attainment in an 
identical ratio.

Figure 25: Distribution of students by the form of accommodation 
and age groups; N = 7,126

Figure 26: Distribution of students living in different forms of 
accommodation by parents’ educational attainment; N = 7,060

0.4%

0.3%

0.4%

Highest educational attainment of parents: no higher education (ISCED 0-4)
Highest educational attainment of parents: higher education (ISCED 5-8)
Highest educational attainment of parents: don't know

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Living with parents

41.5% 58.1%

Living in student accommodation

49.7% 50.0%

Not living with parents, not in student accommodation

47.0% 52.6%

1.0%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

45.3%

26.6%

28.2%

15.5%

82.9%

41.7%

35.1%

23.2%

38.1%

49.7%

12.2%

up to 21 years 30 years or over22 to 24 years 25 to 29 years

1.6%
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3.5%

2.9%

4.1%

Living with parents
Living in student accommodation
Not living with parents, not in student accommodation

Student accommodation means an important accommodation option 
mainly for less well-off students. While 7.9 percent of those coming from 
very well-off families and 19 percent of those in an average situation live 
in student accommodation, approximately one fourth of those below the 
average live in student accommodation. While 21.8 percent of the least 
well-off live at home, in the case of those born in a family over the average 
financial situation the ratio of those living at home is over 40 percent.

Figure 27: Distribution of students by the form of accommodation 
and the financial background of their families; N = 7,003

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Very well-off

46.8% 7.9% 45.3%

Average

36.8% 19.0% 44.2%

Somewhat well-off

40.7% 14.8% 44.5%

Not very well-off

32.0% 25.9% 42.1%

Not at all well-off

21.8% 24.6% 53.6%

69.7 percent of the students are fully or rather satisfied with their ac-
commodation costs. This can be stated mainly for those living with their 
parents or in a student accommodation: among the above students the 
ratio of those being satisfied is 73.3 and 79.7 percent. Those living in an 
independent household are less satisfied: among them the ratio of those 
being rather or fully dissatisfied is 15.1 percent, while only 11.4 percent 
of all the students said they did not consider their accommodation costs 
appropriate.

Figure 28: Satisfaction of students with their accommodation costs 
by the form of accommodation; N = 7,085

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Living in student accommodation

53.4% 26.3% 11.1% 6.4%

Living with parents

52.0% 21.3% 18.5% 4.7%

Not living with parents, not in student accommodation

34.6% 27.8% 22.5% 10.1% 5.0%

Total

44.6% 25.1% 18.9% 7.4%

Generally, students can be said to be satisfied with their accommodation 
conditions, as 76.7 percent of them are fully or rather satisfied with the 
accommodation location, and 61.3 percent with the time to commute 
between the accommodation and the higher education institution. At the 
same time, 19.7 percent, i.e. every fifth of them, are rather not or not at 
all satisfied with the time to commute, whereas 8.1 percent are also very 
or rather dissatisfied with their accommodation location.

1 Very satisfied
2
3
4
5 Not satisfied at all
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0.8%

1.4%

2.9%

2.8%

2.5%
0.9%

0.9%

Figure 29: Satisfaction of students with their accommodation 
location and time to commute between accommodation and HEI; 
N = 7,202

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Location of accomodation

50.9% 25.8% 14.3% 5.6%

Time to commute between accommodation and HEI

40.1% 21.2% 18.1% 10.8% 8.9%

1 Very satisfied
2
3
4
5 Not satisfied at all
No answer

1 Very satisfied
2
3
4
5 Not satisfied at all

Satisfaction with the accommodation conditions also shows association 
with the social background.  72.6 percent of the students coming from 
the most well-off families are fully satisfied with their accommodation 
conditions, whereas the ratio of those being rather and fully dissatisfied is 
only 4.6 percent. Even half of the students raised among average condi-
tions had a very positive opinion of their present conditions. The ratio of 
students being mostly satisfied with their conditions is only between 36 
and 38 percent among those coming from less well-off families, and the 
ratio of those being dissatisfied reaches 13-15 percent among them.

Figure 30: Satisfaction of students with their overall 
accommodation conditions, by the financial background of their 
families; N = 6,992

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Somewhat well-off
61.9% 22.0% 10.7% 4.0%

Not very well-off

37.7% 29.6% 19.6% 8.4% 4.7%

Very well-off

72.6% 15.6% 7.3% 3.8%

Average

50.1% 26.5% 14.9% 5.5%

Not at all well-off

36.3% 26.9% 21.2% 10.6% 4.9%

Total

52.2% 25.1% 14.3% 5.6%
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1.1%

1.5%

3.6%

3.5%Study-related activities: 0 to 20 hours a week
Study-related activities: between 20 and 40 hours a week
Study-related activities: more than 40 hours a week

Time use, working beside studies
39.8 percent of the students can be characterised by medium study in-
tensity, i.e. these students spend during an average week a total of 20–40 
hours on study-related activities, participation in taught studies and indi-
vidual preparation. 24.5 percent of them spend below 20 hours, whereas 
25.7 percent over 40 hours. A similar ratio of between 43 and 45 percent 
of the students participating in both full-time and part-time studies re-
ported medium study intensity (between 20 and 40 hours spent on stu-
dies). At the same time, only 20.3 percent of full-time students and 46.4 
percent of part-time students can be characterised by low study intensity 
(below 20 hours spent on studies weekly), and 35.1 percent of the former 
group and only 10.4 percent of the latter one spend more than 40 hours 
on study-related activities weekly, i.e. study with high intensity.

Figure 31: Distribution of students by study intensity and formal 
status; N = 6,484 

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

20.3%

44.6%

35.1%

27.2%

44.2%

28.6%

46.4%

10.4%

43.2%

Full-time student TotalPart-time student

The total time spent on studies does not depend on whether a student still 
lives at home. Time utilisation of the students living or not living with 
parents does not significantly differ regarding the time spent on indivi-
dual study; however, when students are examined from the aspect of time 
spent on participation in taught studies, it can be stated that students li-
ving at home spend more time on visiting lessons. (This can be associated 
with the fact that a greater ratio of students living with parents participate 
in full-time studies.)

Figure 32: Time of students spent on taught and individual studies 
by the form of accommodation; Ntime spent on studies = 6,482;  
Ntime spent on individual studies = 6,033; Ntime spent on taught studies = 6,227

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

65.7% 9.1%8.0%4.4% 11.3%

Total time spent on study-related activities during lecture period - not living with parents

16.4% 11.0% 19.7% 9.1%6.2% 13.2% 24.4%

Time spent on personal study time during lecture period - not living with parents

6.3% 15.5% 10.3% 19.6% 11.5%13.6% 23.2%

Time spent on personal study time during lecture period - living with parents

16.8% 36.0% 11.5%15.7%12.2%4.2%

Time spent on taught studies during lecture period - living with parents

18.4% 36.1% 9.1%14.9%14.1%3.9%

Time spent on taught studies during lecture period - not living with parents

Total time spent on study-related activities during lecture period - living with parents

65.4% 11.5%7.9%4.5% 9.5%

0 hours a week
1 to 5 hours a week
6 to 10 hours a week
11 to 15 hours a week
16 to 20 hours a week
More than 20 hours a week
No answer
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1.8%

2.8%

2.5%

1.2%

2.2%

2.2%

0.7%

2.0%

0.7%

2.2%

3.0%

2.4%

3.1%

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Total
32.6%35.5% 10.9% 12.7%3.0%

Status - Part time student
6.3%3.8%83.5%3.2%

Status - Full-time student
43.7%19.3% 14.6% 16.5%3.9%

Age - 30 years or over
81.9% 3.6%3.3% 7.5%

Age - 25 to 29 years
25.5%51.1% 9.3% 8.6%3.5%

Age - 22 to 24 years
35.5%27.4% 14.2% 17.0%3.7%

Age - Up to 21 years
51.3%12.2% 13.8% 17.2%4.3%

Basic form of housing - Not living with parents, not in student accommodation
25.2%52.3% 7.7% 9.7%2.5%

Basic form of housing - Living in student accommodation
50.7%10.9% 12.4% 20.0%3.2%

Basic form of housing - Living with parents
35.5%30.4%3.7% 15.0% 13.6%

A considerable ratio of 32.6 percent of all students does not have a paid 
job besides their studies. Nevertheless, even more students, i.e. 35.5 per-
cent, work during the terms and in holidays continuously. 12.7 percent 
work only in holidays, and 5.2 percent work continuously or occasio-
nally only in the lecture period as well. 10.9 percent work occasionally 
both during lecture perriod and during holydays. However, the form of 
employment varies by age as well, and it is also related with the student 
status and the form of accommodation. Only 12.2 percent of students 
below the age of 22, more than half of those between 25 and 29, and 
81.9 percent of those over 30 work continuously. While more than half 
of the youngest students do not have a paid job at all, the ratio of the 
above group in the oldest students is only 7.5 percent. 19.3 percent of 
full-time students and 83.5 percent of part-time students answered that 
they worked permanently and continuously. 29.2 percent of those living 
in student accommodation work during university semesters occasionally 
or continuously; however, the above ratio is already 50.9 percent among 
those living with parents, and 65.1 percent among students living alone.

Figure 33: Form of students’ employment by accommodation,  
age and status; Naccommodation = 6,910; Nage group = 6,981;  
Nstatus = 6,981; Ntotal = 7,202

Working only during the entire semester
Working only from time to time during the entire semester
Working during entire semester and holidays
Working from time to time during semester and in holidays
Working only during holidays

Never working
No answer
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1.1%

1.8%

2.0%

2.6%

The most frequent reason for taking a job besides studies is to cover living 
costs; in 60.9 percent this is the most typical or rather typical reason.  
A great ratio, approximately 48 percent of students, mentioned that they 
could not afford higher education studies without this. Dependants (e.g. 
parents, children) were a rather or very important reason for working for 
18.6 percent.

Figure 34: Motivations of work beside studies; N = 3,761

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

I work to gain experience on the labour market

23.7% 25.2% 19.4% 11.2% 18.7%

I work to cover my living costs

38.7% 22.2% 16.6% 10.6% 10.8%

Without my paid job, I could not afford to be a student

37.7% 11.0% 10.2% 11.0% 28.1%

I work because I have to support others (children, partner, parents etc.) financially

11.0% 7.6% 11.2% 11.9% 55.7%

Figure 35: Intensity of work during the lecture period by age group, 
form of accommodation and status of students; Nage group = 6,829; 
Naccommodation = 6,899; Nstatus = 6,897

1 Applies totally
2
3
4
5 Not at all
No answer

Working 0 hours a week
Working 1-20 hours a week
Working more than 20 hours a week

The working hours of students working during the semesters are the hig-
hest in those living in an independent household, over 30 and being part-
time students. Among them the ratio of those working over 20 hours 
weekly is 49.8, 80 and 82.7 percent, respectively. In those living with 
parents, in student accommodation, being full-time students and under 
25, the majority of students do not work at all.

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Age - Up to 21 years

70.1% 20.9% 9.0%

Basic form of housing - Not living with parents, not in student accommodation

35.9% 14.4% 49.8%

Basic form of housing - Living in student accommodation

71.9% 18.3% 9.7%

50.9% 23.3% 25.8%

Basic form of housing - Living with parents

Age - 25 to 29 years

35.1% 14.5% 50.4%

Status - Full-time student

61.7% 22.6% 15.7%

Age - 22 to 24 years

54.0% 23.0% 23.0%

Age - 30 years or over

10.9% 9.1% 80.0%

Status - Part-time student

10.5% 6.8% 82.7%

Status - Total

48.0% 18.4% 33.6%

Never working
No answer
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Half of all students had the opinion that their work closely or very clo-
sely matched their studies. However, a greater difference can be obser-
ved among those studying at different study levels: 64.5 percent, i.e. the 
greatest ratio, had the above opinion in the master’s degree programmes, 
whereas the lowest ratio, i.e. 40.1 percent shared the above opinion in 
those studying in short cycle degree programmes. Nevertheless, even in 
those studying in long national degree programmes only 45.3 percent 
found a job that matched their studies to some extent. The worst match 
to studies can be observed in those working besides studying in short cy-
cle degree programmes, where the jobs of more than half of them do not 
match their studies.

Figure 36: Matching between student work and studies by study 
levels among working students; N = 3,700

Working during studies significantly reduces the time that can be spent 
on studies in the case of many students. In non-working students, 43.7 
percent spend between 20 and 40 hours weekly on study-related activiti-
es, whereas 42.5 percent spend more than 40 hours weekly on the same 
activities. Among the students doing term-time work, more than half of 
those working a maximum 20 hours deal with their studies with medi-
um intensity and one fourth with high intensity. Nevertheless, only 9.6 
percent of those working more than 20 hours weekly study more than 
40 hours weekly, whereas 48.5 percent of them spend less than 20 hours 
weekly on their studies.

Figure 37: Relationship between students’ work and  
study intensity; N = 6,342

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Short cycle degree [ISCED 5]

23.7% 16.4% 8.5% 10.7% 40.7%

Master’s degree [ISCED 7]

43.9% 20.7% 14.7%7.8%13.0%

Bachelor’s degree [ISCED 6]

31.2% 15.8% 13.7% 10.8% 28.5%

Long national degree [more than 3 years, ISCED 7]

28.7% 16.7% 12.8% 7.4% 34.5%

Total

33.5% 13.2%17.0% 9.9% 26.4%

1 Very closely
2
3
4
5 Not at all

Low study intensity
Medium study intensity
High study intensity

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Working 1-20 hours a week
23.9% 51.1% 25.0%

Working 0 hours a week

13.8% 43.7% 42.5%

Working more than 20 hours a week

48.5% 41.9% 9.6%

Total

27.2% 44.5% 28.4%
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0.9%

1.4%

2.2%2.3%

1.5%

0.5%

1.1%

0.1%

Family/partner contribution
Income received from public sources
Self-earned income from current and previous paid jobs
Income from other sources
Student support from non-country sources

Students’ incomes
Based on EUROSTUDENT VI data, the total average monthly income 
of students for the entire sample is HUF 150,818, which is HUF 127,104 
in students living with parents, and HUF 163,590 in students not living 
with parents. In students both living and not living with parents, the total 
average monthly income significantly differs by the status and students’ 
work done together with the studies. Therefore, the distribution of total 
incomes by sources is presented by the categories of the above background 
variables. The average income of students not living with their parents is 
higher than that of students living with parents, and the above difference 
persists by status and students’ work as well. Part-time students typically 
have higher incomes than full-time students or those not working besides 
their studies.

Table 1: Total average monthly income by living or not living with 
parents, status and work

Living with parents Non-living with parents

Mean 
(HUF) N Std.  

Deviation
Mean 
(HUF) N Std.  

Deviation

Formal status as 
a student

Full-time 
students

115,188 1,712 81,062 133,955 2,807 84,440

Part-time 
students

179,856 387 98,113 239,884 1,090 106,727

Total 127,104 2,099 88,083 163,590 3,897 102,864

Students' 
employment

Non-working 
students

101,472 964 73,627 122,871 1,794 78,478

Working 
students

150,202 1,090 93,979 199,110 2,029 108,209

Total 127,335 2,054 88,429 163,338 3,822 102,716

The income source structures of students living and not living with pa-
rents are basically identical. In both groups the most significant sources 
are the contribution received from the family or partner actually mea-
ning half of the incomes, and more than 30 percent of the incomes are 
self-earned. 

Public support and other sources supply up to 15 percent of students’ 
incomes. When the income structure is examined by status or students’ 
work, in students living and not living with parents both groups give a 
similar picture, which means living or not living with parents does not 
have an effect on the income structure. In the case of full-time students 
regardless of whether living with parents, compared to the ratio for the 
entire sample, incomes received from family or partner have even more 
significant ratios, 58.9 and 61 percent. At the same time, among part-
time students the main income source is the self-earned income, in the 
case of those living with parents with a ratio of 69.3 percent, and in those 
not living with parents with a ratio of 72.7 percent.

Figure 38: Income sources by living or not living with parents and 
status (distribution by percentages);  
Nfull-time students living with parents = 1,712;  
Npart-time students living with parents = 387;  
Nfull-time students not living with parents = 2,807;  
Npart-time students not living with parents = 1,090

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Full-time students - Not living with parents

61.0% 19.7% 16.9%

Full-time students - Living with parents

58.9% 17.1% 22.6%

Part-time students - Living with parents

26.0% 69.3%

Part-time students - Not living with parents

20.1% 72.7% 5.6%
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1.8%

0.3%

0.6%

0.3%

1.3%

The same can be observed in students’ work. 71.6 percent of the incomes 
of those not working and living with parents come from the family or 
partner, whereas 72.3 percent of the incomes of those not living with 
parents come from the same source. The main source of working students 
is the self-earned income, whose ratio is 52.6 percent in those living with 
parents, and 57.8 percent in those not living with parents.

Figure 39: Income sources by living or not living with parents and 
students’ work (distribution by percentages);  
Nworking students, living with parents = 1,090; Nnon-working students, living with parents = 964; 
Nworking students, not living with parents = 2,029;  
Nnon-working students, not living with parents = 1,794

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Non-working students - Not living with parents

72.3% 21.5% 3.2%

Non-working students - Living with parents

71.6% 21.0% 5.5%

Working students - Living with parents

8.8%37.2% 52.6%

Working students - Not living with parents

30.0% 8.7% 57.8% 3.2%

Family/partner contribution
Income received from public sources
Self-earned income from current and previous paid jobs
Income from other sources
Student support from non-country sources

Dependent on family
Dependent on self-earned income
Dependent on public student support
Dependent on other sources

Consequently, the structure of sources is not determined by living or not 
living with parents. At the same time, significant differences can be obser-
ved in relation to both the status and students’ work. This tendency can 
be explained by the effect of age and the intensity of work as well: on the 
one hand part-time students are typically older, on the other hand the 
vast majority of them intensively work besides their studies.

Dependence of students on the different sources3 was examined from 
different aspects. Regarding the dependence of students from the source 
types, there are no significant differences by gender or by living or not li-
ving with parents. At the same time, self-earned income has a greater and 
greater importance with the progress of age against other source types. 
For 59.5 percent of students with parents with a higher education degree, 
incomes from the family represent the main source, whereas in all other 
source types (self-earned income, public support, other incomes) the de-
pendence of students with parents without a higher education degree is 
greater.

Figure 40: Dependence of students on income source types by 
parents’ educational attainment; N = 5,957

3  Student is considered depending on a source if at least 50 percent  
of student’s incomes are from the concerned source.

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Highest educational attainment of parents: no higher education (ISCED 0-4)

39.6%42.4% 10.8% 7.3%

Highest educational attainment of parents: higher education (ISCED 5-8)

59.5% 26.2% 7.2%7.2%

Total

51.7% 32.2% 8.8% 7.2%
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Dependent on self-earned income
Dependent on public student support
Dependent on other sources

The higher the status of the family of the student, the more typical it is 
that the main income source of the student is provided by the family, 
whereas in the case of those coming from families with lower status, 
self-earned income, public support and other sources are more important.

Figure 41: Dependence of students on income source types by the 
financial background of their families; N = 5,951

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Average

49.5% 34.7% 9.1% 6.6%

Not well-off

37.3%37.5% 16.6% 8.5%

Well-off

63.5% 25.8% 7.1%3.6%

Total

51.7% 32.2% 7.2%8.9%

Students’ expenses
Students spend a total of HUF 118,770 on their expenses on average 
monthly, the great part of which (HUF 105,196) is living costs, whereas 
study costs represent HUF 13,574. It can be concluded that students not 
living with parents spend considerably more on their living costs, whereas 
the study expenses of those living with parents are higher.

Table 2: Average monthly living and study costs  
by living or not living with parents

Total living costs 
(paid out of own 

pocket and paid by 
others)

Total study-related 
costs (paid out of own 

pocket and paid by 
others)

Students' total 
costs (paid out of own 

pocket and paid by 
others)

Living with 
parents

Mean (HUF) 76,630 14,383 91,013

N 2,169 2,169 2,169

Std. Deviation 59,094 23,868 65,858

Not living 
with parents

Mean (HUF) 120,485 13,140 133,625

N 4,052 4,052 4,052

Std. Deviation 87,954 24,493 96,437

Total Mean (HUF) 105,196 13,574 118,770

N 6,221 6,221 6,221

Std. Deviation 81,808 24,282 89,338

The greatest difference between students living and not living with par-
ents occurs in accommodation costs: while in students living with their 
parents this is only 20.9 percent of living costs, in students not living 
with parents it is 34.6 percent. Students not living with parents spend 
somewhat more on raising children (1.7 percent, while in those living 
with parents this cost type means only 0.3 percent), and on debt payment 
(2.3 percent and 1.5 percent) as well. Nevertheless, those living with par-
ents spend proportionally more on other cost types, although a relatively 
significant difference can be observed only in leisure costs (13.3 percent 
in those living with parents and 8.1 percent in those not living with par-
ents), and in other living costs (12.8 and 8.3 percent).
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Figure 42: Average monthly living costs by living or not living with 
parents (distribution by percentage); Nstudents living with parents = 2,169; 
Nstudents not living with parents = 4,052

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Living with parents

11.7% 7.7%20.9% 28.7% 13.3% 12.8%

9.1% 5.4%34.6% 28.2% 8.1% 8.3%

Not living with parents

9.8% 6.0%31.1% 28.3% 9.5%9.5%

Total

Experienced financial difficulties vary by sexes: women are more stricken 
by severe financial difficulties, whereas men more typically do not face the 
above problem.

Accommodation
Food
Transportation
Communication
Health
Childcare
Debt payments
Social leisure
Other regular living expenses

1 Very serious financial difficulties
2
3
4
5 Not financial difficulties at all

Figure 43: Experienced financial difficulties by sexes; N = 6,970

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Female

7.1% 18.0% 32.8% 23.8% 18.4%

Male

13.3%6.2% 27.9% 25.9% 26.6%

Total

6.7% 15.8% 30.5% 24.8% 22.2%

Among students living with parents with a higher education degree, 
somewhat less financial difficulty can be experienced than among those 
not living with parents with a higher education degree. But if the stu-
dent’s parents do not have a higher education degree, there is no associ-
ation between living or not living with parents and financial difficulties.

3.1%

2.4%

2.2%

1.5%

2.1%

2.3%

0.3%

1.3%

1.7%
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1 Very serious financial difficulties
2
3
4
5 No financial difficulties at all

1 Very serious financial difficulties
2
3
4
5 No financial difficulties at all

Figure 44: Experienced financial difficulties by living or not living 
with parents and parents’ educational attainment; N = 6,909

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Highest educational attainment of parents: no higher education (ISCED 0-4) - Living with parents

32.9% 24.6% 16.5%7.8% 18.3%

Highest educational attainment of parents: no higher education (ISCED 0-4) - Not living with parents

34.1% 21.4% 15.9%9.0% 19.5%

Highest educational attainment of parents: no higher education (ISCED 0-4) - Total

33.7% 22.5% 16.1%8.6% 19.1%

Highest educational attainment of parents: higher education (ISCED 5-8) - Living with parents

24.5% 26.4% 31.3%13.4%4.4%

Highest educational attainment of parents: higher education (ISCED 5-8) - Not living with parents

29.7% 27.1% 24.8%12.8%5.6%

Highest educational attainment of parents: higher education (ISCED 5-8) - Total

27.7% 26.8% 27.4%13.0%5.1%

The financial background of the family is associated with the financial 
difficulties experienced during the student’s study life path. Based on the 
results, the higher the status of the family of the student, the less probable 
it is that the student will experience financial difficulties.

Figure 45: Experienced financial difficulties by the financial 
background of their families; N = 6,901

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Not well-off

27.1% 15.0% 8.2%18.7% 31.0%

Average

38.4% 25.0% 16.8%14.7%

Well-off

22.0% 30.6% 37.7%8.1%

Total

30.5% 24.9% 22.1%15.8%6.7%

5.2%

1.5%
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Using a student loan does not depend on whether the student lives with 
parents or independently, or on the educational attainment of parents. 
At the same time, the lower the financial status of the family, the more 
typical it is that the student uses a student loan during studies.

Figure 46: Using a student loan by the financial background of their 
families; N = 6,895

100%90%80%70%60%50%40%30%20%10%0%

Not well-off

79.2%20.8%

Average

87.1%12.9%

Well-off

8.8% 91.2%

Total

86.9%13.1%

Methodology
Within the frame of the international data collection EUROSTUDENT 
VI, Hungarian data were collected in the second term of the academic 
year 2015/2016 from students in an active student status, studying in 
higher education short cycle degree programmes, bachelor’s degree prog-
rammes, master’s degree programmes, traditional college or university 
programmes, or unified master’s degree programmes or long national 
degree programmes. The institutions to participate in the research were 
selected from 64 higher education institutions in Hungary, by stratified 
cluster sampling, based on the institution typology4 elaborated by Ildikó 
Hrubos. The church colleges providing only theological education with 
low student populations and international universities were not included 
in the sample. In selecting the institutions, we intended to ensure that 
the student headcounts by institution types of the sample should reflect 
the ratios of the full student population. Based on the data of the Higher 
Education Information System (Hungarian acronym: FIR) the total sam-
ple size was 181,615 persons. Altogether 8,168 questionnaires arrived, 
which meant a response ratio of 4.5 percent. The database was prepared 
following the data cleaning methodological instructions of the interna-
tional research consortium, and the weighing scheme was based on the 
student data of the Higher Education Information System by sex, age 
group, institution type, study level and study field. The final data include 
the responses of 7,202 students.
The percentage values appearing in the text, in the tables and in the fi-
gures are given to one decimal point. Due to the necessary rounding, in 
some instances the sum of the values does not exactly add up to 100.0 
percent, but is 0.1-0.3 percentage points more or less.

4 The base of typology: Hrubos, I. (2014): Horizontal Diversity of Higher Education Institutions.  
The Case of Hungary – in European Context. Journal of the European Higher Education Area, 4(2), pp. 75-94.

Uses student loan
Doesn't use student loan
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