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Study of Chinese Joint University Admission Behavior and Its

Economic Analysis
Pan kunfeng  Li Yang

Abstract: This article discusses the joint behavior in university autonomous admission. By building
the rational expectation model of students in the applying, we compare the universities’ utility under
different strategies: joint or independent. The numerical simulation of the model shows that
students’ school choices are influenced by the quality of university and the admission probability.
The joint admission of universities can give students more opportunities to be admitted and also
help these universities attract more excellent students. Every school of the alliance benefits from
this strategy. As for the university which does not take part in the alliance, it can gain advantage in
competition by adding its quota or improving the discrimination of examination.
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