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Abstract. This article analyzes the trends in international migration processes in federal districts. 
The analysis of state statistics (2016-2018) revealed conflicting trends in its various aspects. The 
results show that international educational migration in Russia has an extremely low proportion, 
which is only 3% of the total migration inflow. The number of educated migrants has grown by 
almost a third. The main contributing countries of the educational sphere are Kazakhstan, China, 
Turkmenistan, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, India, and Iraq among others. At the same time, the number 
of educational migrants from Kazakhstan, Ukraine, and Moldova has slightly decreased over three 
years. The results show significant imbalances in the territorial distribution of educational migra-
tion flows in the Russian Federation. They mostly take place in the regions and the North-West 
Federal District (about 50% of migrants by educational institutions, Volga and Siberia — more 
than 30%). This means that the education system and the use of infrastructure are unlimited. This 
article identifies the types of dynamics of the formed clusters in federal districts, which resulted in 
the corresponding typology. The author has calculated the growth rate of educational migration, 
which is the ratio of the growth in the number of educational migrants to the increase in the total 
number of people who arrived in the federal district and registered as migrants. It seems appro-
priate that within the framework of research in the field of the modern sociocultural approach, the 
mechanism of redistribution of human capital should be involved. This will allow a deeper study 
of sociocultural factors and the consequences of educational migration.
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INTRODUCTION

The current globalization processes, with migration holding a leading position, 
result in improving economic development, social and scientific fields of activity, 
and in educational, professional and cultural development of people. The exchange 
of information takes place not only through electronic means of communication, 
but also through acquiring personal impressions, sharing experience, mutual cul-
tural and intellectual enrichment. An important role here is played by migration 
transformations. The study of migration flows is important for making managerial 
decisions and developing sound state migration policies, for timely regulation and 
control of excessive or lacking labor resources, and for ensuring balanced materi-
al and technical resources, financial and land resources, etc.

The social aspects of migration are determined by people’s desire to achieve a 
higher level and quality of life. Parents with unrealized dreams of a better life are 
trying to put all their efforts to ensure that their children get good education abroad. 
Moreover, there are a lot of cultural, national and civilizational country-to-country 
differences that impede integration of migrants into the host cultural environment. 
Language barriers, unwillingness to integrate, ingrained bad habits, poor education 
of some migrants, on the one hand, and, as a result, general negative impressions 
of all arriving migrants, on the other hand, contribute to the growth of interethnic 
tension in certain regions of the country. That is why educational migration is the 
most important tool for educating migrants, improving the quality of their educa-
tion, and forming law-abiding and loyal behavior.

Modern Russia does not remain aloof from these processes. On October 31, 
2018, the President of the Russian Federation signed the Decree “On the Concept 
of State Migration Policy of the Russian Federation for 2019-2025”. A significant 
place in it is given to the regulation of educational migration: “24. The main mi-
gration policy directions to facilitate the free movement of students, scientists and 
teachers are:

a) increased accessibility of educational services for foreign citizens, including 
improved rules for foreign citizens to arrive and stay in the Russian Feder-
ation, for the purposes of studying in Russian educational institutions;

b) ensured openness of the Russian Federation for students, scientists and 
teachers, including comfortable facilities for them to arrive in the Russian 
Federation, stay, get education and carry out professional activities on its 
territory;

c) expanded opportunities for inviting teachers from foreign educational insti-
tutions to train Russian citizens;

d) improved methods to select young talented foreigners for admission to Rus-
sian educational institutions within the allocated quotas” [17].

Effective implementation of this policy is impossible without relying on research 
data. Thus, analyzing the processes of educational migration in Russia is of high 
social relevance.
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EDUCATIONAL MIGRATION RESEARCH APPROACHES

The high relevance of educational migration problems for modern society and its 
impact on socio-economic processes in different countries are proved by scientific 
works regarding these issues. A significant number of publications are devoted to 
the study of its various aspects in domestic sociological literature. So, L. A. Kon-
onov, G. A. Klyucharyov, V. I. Mukomel and others consider important issues of 
modern migration policy [9, 10].

The current trends in the development of modern international migration including 
Russia are studied by E. N. Alekseeva, A. A. Vartanyan, E. A. Gromova and G. N. 
Boyarkina, M. I. Maslennikova, E. V. Fursi, and T. M. Rogova [2, 4, 6, 14, 20].

V. Yu. Ledenev, V. A. Volokh and S. A. Grishaev, as well as other authors [13, 
21] also focus on the problems of educational migration in the Russian Federation.

Important aspects of educational migration that are directly related to teaching 
students at Russian universities are studied by A. L. Arefiev and F. E. Sheregi, N. 
D. Tregubova and V. S. Starikov [2, 19]. In particular, N. D. Tregubova and V. S. 
Starikov analyze conflict potential in the academic environment, and develop pre-
vention measures [19].

Many foreign authors consider educational migration as a factor in developing 
human capital and, ultimately, in improving the economic efficiency of the coun-
tries where migrants return, having received education.

According to I. Odoardi, F. Muratore, Italy, “the influence of human capital 
through better education helps to restore the economy through increased labor 
capacity” [16]. In our case, one cannot but note that migrants’ acquiring vocation-
al education in educational institutions of the Russian Federation favors the devel-
opment of human capital, primarily in those countries from which they arrived in 
Russia. Foreign scientists have established that international students returning to 
their home land after graduation, somehow, contribute to intensifying socio-eco-
nomic processes in the countries of their permanent residence. Thus, T. Agrawal 
and A. Agrawal, India, showed the relationship between the level of education and 
income. As a result, the authors established a growth trend in the income of em-
ployees as their level of education increases [1]. The influence of a more educated 
workforce on export intensity was proved by A. Mulliqi, N. Adnett, M. Hisarccli-
lar [15]. According to N. F. Haghighi, M. Bijani, M. Parhizkar, the following six 
key factors influence the development of human resources in Iran: “1) migration; 
2) lack of nativism; 3) penchant for foreigners; 4) gender imbalance; 5) lack of 
justice in allocated resources; 6) absence of meritocracy” [8].

Basically agreeing with the opinion of foreign scientists, we should note that “in any 
developed country, gross domestic product per capita and labor capacity are closely 
related to the level of education” [11, 12]. It is important to take into account certain 
limitations of the concept of international educational migration as a means of human 
capital development. It is necessary to agree with the opinion of E. N. Alekseeva, that 

“... the positive effects noted above can be realized only if we switch from the in-
terpretation of educational migration as a process of redistribution of human capital 
(brain drain or brain gain) to its understanding as the global exchange of talents and 
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knowledge, their circulation and mutual enrichment. Recognizing the advantages, 
traditions and uniqueness of Russian education, it is necessary to remember that it 
is also part of the worldwide system of education and training” [1, p. 133].

Opening cultural and educational boundaries allows young people to make in-
formed choices about their life strategies. Available information on the standard 
and quality of life in other countries allows young people to learn more about the 
prospects of acquiring education abroad, and in the Russian Federation, about 
safety and the possibilities of building and unleashing their potential. Therefore, 
in the future, it is educational migration that will be the main driving force in 
strengthening the competitive advantages of people, maintaining peace, friendship 
and mutual understanding.

The purpose of this article, based on the state statistics, is to analyze internation-
al educational migration in the framework of general migration processes within 
the Russian federal districts and their constituent regions.

MATERIALS AND METHODS. RESULTS
The main method used in our work is the analysis of state statistics being also the 
material for the present study.

Migrants arrive in Russia from more than 180 countries. According to the official 
data of the Federal Migration Statistics for the Russian Federation, for the period 
from 2016 to 2018, the number of registered migrants increased from 14.3 to 17.7 
million people, i.e. by 23.9% (Table 1).

The largest share is labor migrants who arrived in our country to get a job. An-
nually, more than 4-5 million people arrive in the Russian Federation to seek a 
more decent wage than in their homeland. The value of this indicator in 2016 was 
29.9%, in 2017—30.9%, in 2018—28.4%. From 2016 to 2018, the number of labor 
migrants increased by 17.8%.

Table 1. The reasons of migrants’ arrival to the RF in 2016-2018

Indicator
2016 2017 2018 2018 compared 

to 2016
thous.
people % thous.

people % thous.
people % % +/−

Job 4 284.2 29.9 4 854.0 30.9 5 047.8 28.4 117.8 −1.5
Tourism 2 245.2 15.7 2 496.3 15.9 3 069.6 17.3 136.7 +1.6
Private 1 907.4 13.3 2 030.5 12.9 2 662.4 15.0 139.6 +1.7
Study 406.1 2.8 449.0 2.9 536.5 3.0 132.1 +0.2
Other 5 494.3 38.3 5 880.4 37.4 6 448.2 36.3 117.4 −2.0
Total  
(registered 
migrants)

14 337.1 100.0 15 710.2 100.0 17 764.5 100.0 123.9 —

Source: calculated from [18].
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The second main reason for migrants to arrive is tourism. Year by year, this in-

dicator has a tendency to increase. In 2016, it was 15.7%, in 2017—15.9%, and in 
2018—17.3%. For the three years, the number of tourists increased by 36.7%. 
Russia has a rich natural and cultural heritage, diverse geographical landscapes 
and architecture, which attract a significant number of tourists. Some of them, 
having grown fond of the country, subsequently become its permanent residents.

The third official reason for migrants to arrive is private (guest, or family) visits. 
Their share is 13.3-15%. After the 1990s a large number of people migrated from 
Russia, leaving their relatives, parents or children. Therefore, private coun-
try-to-country visits are an integral feature of global socio-economic travels.

The fourth reason for migrants to arrive is study. Education is the main factor and 
indicator of any country’s success and competitiveness. Russian education has tradi-
tionally been considered one of the best in the world. Perhaps that is why the number 
of young migrants who want to get education in the Russian Federation has been grow-
ing year by year. The cost of higher education in different countries is thought to be an 
important factor for educational migration. In 2016 over 406 thousand people arrived 
in Russia, in 2018—over 536.5 thousand people, which is 32.1% more (Table 2).

Table 2. The number of educational migrants who arrived in the RF in 2016-2018

Indicator

2016 2017 2018 2018 
com-
pared 

to 2016 
%

2016 2017 2018 г. 2018 
com-
pared 

to 2016
(+/−), 

pts

people %

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Algeria 1 627 2 407 3 293 2 times 0.4 0.5 0.6 +0.2

Angola 2 034 2 450 2 028 99.7 0.5 0.5 0.4 −0.1

Armenia 8 786 8 321 9 801 111.6 2.2 1.9 1.8 −0.4

Afghanistan 1 305 1 720 1 961 150.3 0.3 0.4 0.4 +0.1

Belarus 5 813 5 815 7 120 122.5 1.4 1.3 1.3 −0.1

Brazil 1 377 1 644 1 577 114.5 0.3 0.4 0.3 0.0

Great Britain 1 552 1 539 1 748 112.6 0.4 0.3 0.3 −0.1

Vietnam 6 241 6 553 6 724 107.7 1.5 1.5 1.3 −0.2

Germany 3 746 3 671 4 166 111.2 0.9 0.8 0.8 −0.1

Egypt 2 911 5 346 9 498 3.3 times 0.7 1.2 1.8 +1.1

Yemen 1 045 1 330 1 711 163.7 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.0

India 10 528 15 328 21 000 199.5 2.6 3.4 3.9 +1.3

Jordan 1 780 2 081 2 801 157.4 0.4 0.5 0.5 +0.1
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Table 2 (end )

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Iraq 6 463 7 929 10 388 160.7 1.6 1.8 1.9 0.3

Iran 1 572 3 036 5 060 3.2 times 0.4 0.7 0.9 +0.5

Italy 2 777 3 040 3 709 133.6 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.0

Kazakhstan 77 812 73 752 86 447 111.1 19.2 16.4 16.1 −3.1

Kyrgyzstan 12 512 14 508 16 654 133.1 3.1 3.2 3.1 0.0

China 47 895 58 352 76 470 159.7 11.8 13.0 14.3 +2.5

Colombia 1 065 1 349 2 174 times 2 0.3 0.3 0.4 +0.1

South Korea 3 770 4 157 4 913 130.3 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.0

North Korea 191 186 2 610 13.7 
times 0.0 0.0 0.5 +0.5

Latvia 1 505 1 715 2 010 133.6 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.0

Malaysia 3 520 2 883 2 539 72.1 0.9 0.6 0.5 −0.4

Morocco 4 744 5 784 6 752 142.3 1.2 1.3 1.3 +0.1

Moldova 10 027 9 816 9 547 95.2 2.5 2.2 1.8 −0.7

Mongolia 7 422 7 597 7 410 99.8 1.8 1.7 1.4 −0.4

Nigeria 1 856 1 802 2 397 129.1 0.5 0.4 0.4 −0.1

Syria 2 078 3 053 4 151 199.8 0.5 0.7 0.8 0.3

USA 3 641 4 153 4 452 122.3 0.9 0.9 0.8 −0.1

Tajikistan 25 250 30 223 34 763 137.7 6.2 6.7 6.5 +0.3

Tunisia 2 505 2 900 2 777 110.9 0.6 0.6 0.5 −0.1

Turkmenistan 22 401 29 792 39 992 178.5 5.5 6.6 7.5 +2.0

Turkey 2 117 2 016 2 365 111.7 0.5 0.4 0.4 −0.1

Uzbekistan 24 623 28 960 34 203 138.9 6.1 6.4 6.4 +0.3

Ukraine 31 146 28 083 29 133 93.5 7.7 6.3 5.4 −2.3

France 2 699 2 872 3 870 143.4 0.7 0.6 0.7 0.0

Sri Lanka 994 1 715 1 830 184.1 0.2 0.4 0.3 +0.1

Estonia 1 776 1 759 2 054 115.7 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.0

Japan 1 759 2 104 2 390 135.9 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.0

Total (in 
countries) 406 052 449 021 536 518 132.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

Source: calculated from [13].
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Migrants from Kazakhstan constituted the largest share of the total number of 

migrants who arrived to study in the Russian Federation (Table 2). For the three 
years, the number of migrants from Kazakhstan who arrived to study in Russia 
increased from 77.8 to 86.5 thousand people, i.e. by 11%. However, the share of 
migrants from Kazakhstan decreased over the years: in 2016 it was 19.2%, in 
2017—16.4%, in 2018—16.1%.

The second largest share of educational migrants in Russia belongs to China. 
Over the three years, their number increased from 47.9 to 76.5 thousand people, 
i.e. by 59.7%. The proportion of migrants from China was 11.8% in 2016, 13% in 
2017, 14.3% in 2018

The third place in the number of educational migrants belongs to Turkmenistan. 
In 2016 their number was 22.4 thousand people, in 2018 it became almost 40 thou-
sand people. The growth was 78.5%, and the share in 2016 was 5.5%, in 2017—
6.6%, in 2018—7.5%.

Tajikistan takes the fourth place in the number of educational migrants. In 2016, 
25.3 thousand young people arrived in Russia from Tajikistan, in 2018—already 
34.8 thousand people, which is 37.7% more. The share of migrants from Tajikistan 
in 2016 was 6.2%, in 2017—6.7%, in 2018—6.5%.

The fifth place in the number of educational migrants in Russia belongs to Uz-
bekistan. In 2016, 24.6 thousand young Uzbek people arrived in our country, and 
in 2018—34.2 thousand people. Over the three years, the growth amounted to 
38.9%. The share of migrants from Uzbekistan in 2016 was equal to 6.1%, in 
2017—6.4%, in 2018—6.4%.

For a more detailed analysis of migrants arriving in Russia to get education, we 
shall analyze the dynamics for the period from 2016 to 2018 within the Russian 
federal districts (Table 3).

Table 3. The total number of registered migrants and the number of educational mi-
grants by RF federal districts

Federal 
District

Registered migrants, total, 
thous.people

2018 
com-

pared to 
2016,  %

Educational migrants, thous.
people

2018 
com-

pared to 
2016, %2016 г. 2017 г. 2018 г. 2016 г. 2017 г. 2018 г.

Far East 730.9 893.9 1 025.8 140.4 13.1 14.5 16.7 127.1
Volga 1 402.1 1 498.4 1 623.8 115.8 53.7 70.2 91.9 171.0
North 
West 2 637.2 3 156.9 3 825.0 145.0 80.1 87.7 103.8 129.6

North 
Caucasus 271.2 307.8 332.6 122.7 9.5 9.6 11.6 121.9

Siberian 1 111.4 1 392.8 1 563.6 140.7 64.6 67.2 74.1 114.7
Ural 977.9 1 066.1 1 142.3 116.8 21.0 24.6 28.8 137.0
Central 5 958.1 6 052.3 6 712.0 112.7 126.3 131.8 162.1 128.4
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Federal 
District

Registered migrants, total, 
thous.people

2018 
com-

pared to 
2016,  %

Educational migrants, thous.
people

2018 
com-

pared to 
2016, %2016 г. 2017 г. 2018 г. 2016 г. 2017 г. 2018 г.

South 1 248.3 1 341.9 1 539.4 123.3 37.8 43.4 47.6 126.1
Total in 
Russia 14 337.1 15 710.2 17 764.5 123.9 406.1 449.0 536.5 132.1

Source: calculated from [13].

Table 3 shows that every federal district of the Russian Federation had a steady increase 
in both the total number of migrants and the number of migrants arriving to study.

The largest number of migrants arriving to study was registered in the Central 
Federal District (about 30%), then follows the Northwestern  Federal District (about 
20%), the Volga Federal District (17%), the Siberian Federal District (14%), the 
South Federal District (9%), the Urals Federal District (5%), the Far Eastern Fed-
eral District (3%) and the North Caucasian Federal District (2%).

The structure of educational migration can be clearly seen in Figure 1.
Figure 1 shows that the Central and Northwestern federal districts attract about 

50% of migrants to study, and the Volga and Siberian federal districts together - 
more than 30%. Thus, the four leading federal districts attract more than 80% of 
young people from Russia’s neighboring states and other countries, as well as 
other Russian regions. Over the three years, in 2016-1018, a significant increase 
in educational migration flows was noted in the Volga Federal District.

Let us consider the number of educational migrants within the Central Federal 
District. The analysis shows (calculated according to the data [18]) that in the Central 
Federal District, from 2016 to 2018, the total number of registered migrants increased 
by 12.7%, and the number of migrants arriving to study increased by 28.4%.

The largest number of educational migrants arrives in Moscow. Their number in-
creased from 70.1 thousand people in 2016 to 93.7 thousand people in 2018, i.e. by 
33.6%. The second place in the number of educational migrants is in the Moscow 
Region. The number of migrants arriving to study increased from 14.7 thousand people 
in 2016 to 15.8 thousand people in 2018, i.e. by 7.6%. The third place within the Cen-
tral Federal District in terms of migrants is Belgorod Oblast. In 2016, 6.7 thousand 
migrants arrived here, and in 2018 - 9.6 thousand migrants, i.e., 44.6% more.

The number of migrants arriving in Oryol Oblast also increased by 2.5 times, 
in Vladimir Oblast—by 2 times, in Voronezh Oblast—by 47.7%, in Tambov 
Oblast—by 35.5%, in Yaroslavl Oblast—by 31.3%, in Tver Oblast—by 22.4%, 
in Kursk Oblast—by 19.3%, in Bryansk Oblast—by 20.6%, in Lipetsk Oblast—
by 6.9%, in Kostroma Oblast—by 4.8%

A decrease in the number of migrants was observed in Ivanovo Oblast—28.5%, 
in Tula Oblast—by 5.9%, in Kaluga Oblast—by 5.2%, in Smolensk Oblast—by 
3.2%, in Ryazan Oblast—by 2.5%.

Table 3 (end )
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Let us consider the number of migrants who arrived to study in the regions 
of the Northwestern Federal District (hereinafter calculated according to the 
data [13]). In 2016-2018, the total number of registered migrants increased by 
45%, and the number of migrants who arrived to study increased by 29.6%. 
The largest number of migrants was in St. Petersburg and in the Leningrad 
region. Over the three years, their number increased by 28.7%. A similar trend 
may indicate that the level and quality of life, employment opportunities in the 
second Russian capital, its cultural and historical heritage are attractive both 
for young foreigners and young Russians from other regions of the country.

The number of registered migrants in the Volga Federal District from 2016 
to 2018 increased by 15.8%, and the number of migrants arriving to study in-
creased by 71%. The largest number of migrants arrived in the Republic of 
Tatarstan. Over the three years, their number increased from 12.9 thousand 
people to 29.6 thousand people, i.e. it became 2.3 times more. Samara Oblast 
holds the second place in the number of migrants, followed by Perm Krai, 
Nizhny Novgorod Oblast, the Republic of Bashkortostan and other regions of 
the Volga Federal District. A decrease in the number of educational migrants 
is observed in Saratov Oblast—by 1.6%, in the Udmurt Republic—by 9.6%, 
in Kirov Oblast—by 19.5%.

Source: calculated from [18].
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Fig. 1. The share of educational migration by federal districts in the total migration to the RF
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The number of registered migrants in the Siberian Federal District from 2016 

to 2018 increased by 40.7%, and the number of migrants arriving to study in-
creased by 14.7%. The largest number of migrants arrived in the Novosibirsk 
region. Over the three years, the number of migrants who came to this region 
to study increased from 14.7 thousand people to 16.7 thousand people, i.e. 
13.2% more. Omsk Oblast holds the second place in the number of migrants, 
followed by Altai Krai, Irkutsk Oblast, Krasnoyarsk Krai, Kemerovo Oblast, 
the Republic of Buryatia, Trans-Baikal Krai, Tomsk Oblast, the Altai Republic, 
the Republic of Tyva, the Republic of Khakassia.

A decrease in educational migration was recorded only in two regions of this 
district: the Altai Republic—by 19.6% and Trans-Baikal Krai—by 16.7%.

In 2016-2018, the number of registered migrants in the South Federal District 
increased by 23.3%, and the number of migrants arriving to study increased by 
26%. The largest number of migrants arrived in the Astrakhan region. Over the 
three years, their number increased from 8.2 thousand people to 13.9 thousand 
people, i.e. 70.3%.

Over the same period, the number of registered migrants in the Urals Federal 
District increased by 16.8%, and the number of migrants arriving to study in-
creased by 37%. The largest number of migrants arrived in the Chelyabinsk re-
gion. Over the three years, their number increased from 9.7 thousand people to 
11.9 thousand people, i.e. by 22.3%. Sverdlovsk Oblast is in the second place in 
the number of educational migrants, followed by Tyumen Oblast, Khanty-Man-
si Autonomous Okrug, Kurgan Oblast, and Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug.

In Yamal-Nenets Autonomous Okrug, educational migration decreased by 
13.2%. This is due to the territorial remoteness and poor development of social 
infrastructure, and natural, weather and climate conditions.

In the regions of the Far Eastern Federal District, from 2016 to 2018, the number 
of registered migrants increased by 40.4%, and the number of young people who 
arrived to study increased by 27.1%. The largest number of migrants arrived in 
Primorsky Krai. Over the three years, the number of migrants who came to this 
region to study increased from 6.7 thousand people to 9.2 thousand people, i.e. by 
36.5%. The second place in the district in the absolute number of educational mi-
grants is occupied by Khabarovsk Krai, the third - the Amur region. The remaining 
regions in absolute terms are significantly lagging behind this indicator.

In the regions of the North Caucasian Federal District, over the studied period, 
the number of registered migrants increased by 22.7%, and the number of migrants 
arriving to study increased by 21.9%. The largest number of migrants arrived in 
Stavropol Krai. Over the three years, their number increased from 4.8 thousand 
people to 5.9 thousand people, i.e. by 24.6%.

DISCUSSION OF RESEARCH RESULTS AND CONCLUSION
The analysis of state statistics (2016-2018) showed that currently in the Rus-
sian Federation there are a number of conflicting trends in various aspects of 
international educational migration.
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What should be highlighted is its extremely low share, which is only 3% 

of the total migration inflow. Of course, this is an extremely low indicator, 
showing the insufficient popularity of Russian professional educational in-
stitutions, mainly higher educational institutions, among young foreigners. 
However, the analysis of various causes of this phenomenon is not part of 
our task.

Nevertheless, the total number of educational migrants over the three years 
under study grew by almost a third, with Kazakhstan, China, Turkmenistan, 
Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, India, Iraq and other countries being the main donor 
countries for educational migration. The number of people who arrived to 
study in the Russian Federation from these countries increased. However, the 
number of educational migrants from Kazakhstan, Ukraine, and Moldova 
slightly decreased over the three years (it is logical to assume that this process 
is to some extent related to political factors).

The study revealed significant imbalances in the territorial distribution of educa-
tional migration flows in the Russian Federation. Educational migrants mainly go to 
the regions of the Central Federal District and the Northwestern Federal District 
(whose educational institutions jointly accept about 50% of migrants to study, the 
Volga Federal District and the Siberian Federal District - more than 30%). The four 
leading federal districts accept more than 80% of young people from Russia’s neigh-
boring states and other countries, as well as other Russian regions. So, one more 
significant indicator of territorial imbalances in the development of our country is 
manifested. That is namely the education system and the educational infrastructure 
associated with it. The largest number of migrants arrived in the regions of the 
Central Federal District (about 30%), then in the regions of the Northwestern Fed-
eral District (about 20%), the Volga Federal District (17%), the Siberian Federal 
District (14%), the South Federal District (9%), the Urals Federal District (5 %), 
the Far Eastern Federal District (3%), and the North Caucasian Federal District 
(2%).

Moscow is traditionally the “center of attraction” for educational migrants. Their 
number for the period of 2016-2018. increased from 70.1 to 93.7 thousand people, 
i.e. by 33.6%. The second place in the number of educational migrants belongs to 
the Moscow region. Over the same period, the number of migrants arriving to study 
here increased from 14.7 to 15.8 thousand people. in 2018 (7.6%). The growth in 
the number of migrants to St. Petersburg and the Leningrad region amounted to 
almost 30%: from 72 to 92 thousand people annually.

This article is the first to identify the types of growth of educational migration 
in federal districts. The author proposed a growth rate of educational migration, 
which is the ratio of the growth in the number of educational migrants to an increase 
in the total number of registered migrants who arrived in a federal district. In oth-
er words, the more significantly the growth of educational migration exceeds the 
growth of migration in general, the higher is the ratio.

The calculations showed that the type of federal districts with positive dynamics 
in the growth of educational migration includes three of them: the Volga Federal 
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District (the growth in the number of people who arrived to study exceeds the total 
increase in the number of migrants by 4.49 times), and the Central Federal District 
(the increase in the number of educational migrants exceeds the growth of migra-
tion in general by 2.23 times) and the Urals Federal District (respectively, 2.20 
times). A fairly positive dynamics of educational migration is demonstrated by the 
Southern Federal District—1.12 times. A similar indicator is the North Caucasian 
Federal District—0.96 times. Territories of the Russian Federation related to the 
type of districts with a negative dynamics of educational migration are the Far 
Eastern Federal District—0.67 times, the North-West Federal District—0.66 times, 
the Siberian Federal District—0.36 times. The reasons for the negative dynamics 
of educational migration in certain federal districts can vary: from the exhausted 
ability of the educational institutions to receive migrants to changes in education-
al policies, either in a certain large educational institution or in a region as a whole. 
In our opinion, this issue requires additional research, which is certainly of great 
practical importance.

In a strategic perspective, we must strive to create conditions for increasing 
educational migration, including eastern regions of the Russian Federation, 
because, hypothetically, educational migration is meant to solve important so-
cio-economic and sociocultural problems:

 — in the socio-cultural development of young migrants, in their social strat-
ification;

 — in compensating for the shortage of labor resources of the host Russian 
regions;

 — in the growth of labor capacity, etc.
Despite the significant differentiation in the quality of migrants’ basic knowl-

edge, as well as different cultural and national traditions and customs, the pos-
itive role of educational migration is to smooth out shortcomings and increase 
the cost of human capital.

Educational migration, on the one hand, contributes to an increased load on 
the social infrastructure facilities of the host Russian regions, and on the other 
hand, it partially compensates for the shortage of cheap labor in service and 
tourism sectors (where young migrants work in their free time).

Important issues for further research in this direction are also international 
educational migration in the Russian Federation in terms of major degrees for 
foreign applicants; resettlement of migrants having received education in Rus-
sia, identification of determining factors and social consequences of this process. 
Finally, it seems that such aspects of international educational migration as 
developing social capital of foreigners graduating from Russian higher educa-
tional institutions during their studies are poorly understood.

Moreover, it seems appropriate to analyze international educational migration 
from the point of redistribution of human capital, and study it from the per-
spective of the modern sociocultural approach. This will allow a deeper study 
of sociocultural factors and consequences of educational migration.
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