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A Source-Backed Policy White Paper for Higher Education Institutions, Governing Boards, 

Policymakers, Ranking Bodies, and Institutional Leaders 

 
Indian higher education is entering a decisive operating decade. For much of the post-liberalisation period, 
institutional growth in India was measured through expansion: more universities, more private 
institutions, more colleges, more approved programmes, more seats, more buildings, and more enrolment. 
That phase was historically necessary. India needed to widen access to higher education, reduce regional 
gaps, increase participation among women and underrepresented communities, and prepare a larger youth 
population for economic mobility. However, the operating question before higher education institutions in 
2026 is no longer only whether an institution can create capacity. The question is whether that capacity 
can be converted into credible student outcomes. 
 
This white paper argues that the most crucial factor in running a Higher Education Institution in India 
today is the integrated loop between admissions and student placements. Admissions are not simply a front-
office enrolment function. Placements are not simply an end-of-cycle career-service function. Together, they 
form the central operating system of the institution. Admissions determine student quality, revenue 
stability, programme viability, classroom strength, and market confidence. Placements determine 
reputational return, family trust, ranking performance, alumni credibility, and the next year’s admissions 
demand. When these two systems work together, the institution compounds trust. When they operate 
separately, the institution risks decline even if it has infrastructure, approvals, faculty, and legacy. 
 
The institutional evidence is equally clear. NIRF 2025 disclosures and official placement reports reveal that 
premier institutions are now judged not merely by admissions selectivity but by the continuity between 
intake, curriculum, internships, placement outcomes, median salary, higher-study progression, research 
funding, and employer participation. IIT Bombay’s official 2023–24 placement report recorded 1,475 
accepted offers, 258 accepted pre-placement offers, 78 international offers accepted, a median salary of INR 
17.92 lakh per annum, and an average annual CTC of INR 23.50 lakh. The same report shows that 
Engineering & Technology, IT/Software, Consulting, Finance, Research & Development, Data Analytics, 
Data Science, and AI/ML were visible recruiting categories. IIM Ahmedabad’s audited 2025 placement 
report recorded 406 students eligible for placement, 395 who sought placement through the institute, and 
395 accepted offers. It also reported a combined median total guaranteed cash component of INR 29.50 lakh 
and a combined median maximum earning potential of INR 34.5975 lakh. NIT Tiruchirappalli’s NIRF 
2025 submission reported 791 UG placements from 1,029 graduating students in 2023–24, with a UG 
median salary of INR 14.35 lakh. XLRI’s NIRF 2025 submission reported 382 placements out of 384 
graduating students for 2023–24, with a median salary of INR 28 lakh. 
 
By 2031, the institutions that succeed will not necessarily be the institutions with the largest number of 
seats. They will be institutions that can convert admissions demand into learning quality, learning quality 
into employability, employability into reputation, and reputation back into stronger admissions demand. 
This is the strategic loop that every board, vice chancellor, registrar, admissions head, dean, training and 
placement head, and ranking/audit body must now understand. 
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The Indian Higher Education Context 
From Expansion to Outcome Accountability 

 
Indian higher education is one of the largest systems in the world. Its size creates both national 
opportunity and institutional risk. A large system can create scale, access, and talent mobility. But if 
expansion is not matched by quality, employability, research, governance, and student support, it can 
also create underemployment, weak institutional differentiation, and public distrust. 
 
The AISHE 2021–22 final report offers the most important official baseline for understanding this 
transition. It records 1,168 registered universities or university-level institutions, 45,473 registered 
colleges, and 12,002 standalone institutions. Out of these, 1,162 universities, 42,825 colleges, and 10,576 
standalone institutions responded to the survey. These numbers matter because the Indian higher 
education sector is not a small elite system. It is a mass system that carries social, economic, regional, 
and political expectations. 
 
The enrolment story is encouraging. Total higher education enrolment increased to nearly 4.33 crore in 
2021–22 from 4.14 crore in 2020–21. Compared with 3.42 crore in 2014–15, the system recorded a major 
expansion in less than a decade. Female enrolment reached 2.07 crore, and female participation has 
become one of the strongest positive indicators in the national higher education story. Female GER 
stood at 28.5 in 2021–22, higher than the overall GER of 28.4 and higher than male GER for the fifth 
consecutive year. 
 
The distribution of students across states also matters for admissions strategy. AISHE identifies Uttar 
Pradesh, Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Madhya Pradesh, West Bengal, and Rajasthan as the top six states 
by student enrolment, together accounting for 53.3 percent of total student enrolment. This means any 
national admissions strategy must also be a regional strategy. India does not have one higher education 
market. It has multiple higher education markets shaped by state-level demographics, language, 
affordability, migration patterns, public university strength, private university growth, employment 
clusters, and family aspirations. 
 
The ownership structure reveals a further complexity. AISHE 2021–22 shows that government 
universities, though fewer than all public-private institutions combined, accounted for a dominant 
share of enrolment at the university level. Private unaided colleges formed the largest share of 
responding colleges, but their share of enrolment was lower than their share of institutions. This reveals 
a crucial reality: private capacity has expanded, but public trust, affordability, legacy, and perceived 
legitimacy remain powerful forces in student decision-making. 
 
This is the context in which admissions and placements must be understood. Admissions are not only 
about filling seats. They are about competing in a market where students compare affordability, 
outcomes, brand, programme relevance, location, safety, social mobility, and employability. 
Placements are not only about final-year employment. They are about whether the institution has 
delivered on the promise made at admission. 
 
The old model of higher education expansion assumed that if an institution created programmes, 
students would come. The new model is different. Students come when the institution can demonstrate 
relevance. Relevance is increasingly measured through outcomes. 
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Why Admissions and Placements 
Are the Core Operating Loop of a HEI 

 
Every higher education institution has many functions: academics, governance, finance, accreditation, 
research, student affairs, compliance, infrastructure, examinations, alumni relations, and external 
relations. Yet admissions and placements are the two functions that make institutional relevance visible 
to the outside world. 
 
Admissions are the first public test of institutional trust. When students and families choose an 
institution, they are making a multi-year investment. They are also expressing confidence that the 
institution can convert time, fees, effort, and aspiration into a credible degree and a meaningful future. 
If an institution fails to attract enough students, or attracts students only through heavy discounting, 
late admissions, weak counselling, or programme dumping, the issue is not only marketing. It signals 
a deeper problem in programme relevance, brand credibility, pricing, location, student experience, or 
perceived outcomes. 
 
Placements are the second public test of institutional trust. A placement cycle reveals whether 
employers value the institution’s graduates. It reveals whether the curriculum has kept pace with the 
market. It reveals whether students were prepared beyond examinations. It reveals whether 
internships, live projects, technical training, communication skills, aptitude preparation, and employer 
engagement were actually operationalised. 
 
Together, admissions and placements form a loop. 
 
Strong placements improve admissions quality. Better admissions quality improves classroom 
performance. Better classroom performance improves placement outcomes. Better placement outcomes 
improve institutional reputation. Stronger reputation increases demand in the next admissions cycle. 
Conversely, weak placements damage admissions, reduce pricing power, weaken student quality, 
affect morale, strain finances, and reduce future employer confidence. 
 
This loop also explains why institutions cannot treat admissions and placements as isolated 
departments. The admissions office cannot promise what the academic system cannot deliver. The 
placement office cannot sell graduates whom the curriculum has not prepared. The curriculum team 
cannot design programmes without understanding recruiter demand. The governing board cannot 
approve new programmes without analysing labour-market pathways. The finance office cannot 
forecast revenues without understanding admissions demand. The ranking and accreditation office 
cannot improve outcomes without data from admissions, retention, graduation, placements, higher 
studies, and alumni. In a modern HEI, admissions and placements are therefore not administrative 
endpoints. They are strategic diagnostics. 
 
They tell the institution whether its degrees are trusted. 
They tell the institution whether its pricing is justified. 
They tell the institution whether its curriculum is relevant. 
They tell the institution whether its students are prepared. 
They tell the institution whether the market believes its claims. 
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The Policy Shift 
NEP, UGC, Credit Mobility, Internships, and Employability 

 
The National Education Policy 2020 has shifted the policy language of Indian higher education from 
rigid degree structures towards flexibility, multidisciplinarity, mobility, and employability. UGC’s 
Curriculum and Credit Framework for Undergraduate Programmes operationalises this direction by 
describing a student-centric model with flexible choice-based credit systems, multidisciplinary 
learning, multiple entry and exit options, and the possibility of three-year and four-year undergraduate 
pathways. 
 
This is not merely a curriculum reform. It is an admissions and employability reform. 
 
The UGC framework allows a student to exit after one year with a UG certificate, after two years with 
a UG diploma, after three years with a bachelor’s degree, and after four years with an honours or 
honours-with-research degree, subject to credit requirements and programme design. The framework 
also encourages major, minor, double major, interdisciplinary, and multidisciplinary pathways. It 
brings internships, community engagement, vocational exposure, and research exposure into the 
structure of undergraduate education. 
 
This matters for admissions because students increasingly want flexibility. A student entering higher 
education in 2026 is not necessarily looking for a single narrow degree identity. Many students want 
combinations: computer science with economics, business with analytics, psychology with data, law 
with technology, design with AI, commerce with fintech, health sciences with informatics, and 
engineering with entrepreneurship. Institutions that can design flexible, credible, credit-based 
pathways will attract stronger applicants. 
 
It matters for placements because employers increasingly seek hybrid capabilities. The labour market 
is rewarding graduates who combine disciplinary depth with digital fluency, communication, problem-
solving, teamwork, ethical reasoning, and adaptability. A traditional degree may still carry value, but 
the premium increasingly lies in applied skills, internships, projects, portfolios, and demonstrated 
competencies. 
 
The National Credit Framework further strengthens this shift by integrating academic learning, 
vocational education, skilling, and experiential learning. It creates a policy vocabulary in which 
learning is not confined to classroom hours alone. Work-based learning, internships, skill courses, and 
prior learning can become part of the larger credit ecosystem where properly assessed and regulated. 
 
The AICTE policy direction also reinforces this. AICTE declared 2025 as the Year of Artificial 
Intelligence and placed emphasis on AI integration in education, AI curriculum development, faculty 
training, industry collaboration, internships, projects, and AI-driven career pathways. AICTE also 
states that it developed model curriculum for AI and Data Science and began approvals for B.Tech in 
AI and Data Science from 2021. Its National Internship Portal publicly states a target of one crore 
internships by 2027 and lists more than 79 lakh internship opportunities on the portal at the time of 
source access. The message to institutions is clear: policy, pedagogy, and placement are converging. An 
HEI that uses NEP and UGC reforms only for compliance will miss the opportunity. An HEI that uses 
these reforms to redesign admissions strategy, programme architecture, industry engagement, 
internships, skills, credits, and career pathways will create a competitive advantage. 
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NIRF and the Rise of Outcome-Based Institutional Visibility 
 

NIRF has become one of India’s most visible official ranking frameworks. Its parameter structure is 
important because it reveals how institutional quality is being interpreted at the national level. NIRF’s 
official framework is organised around five major categories: Teaching, Learning & Resources; 
Research and Professional Practice; Graduation Outcomes; Outreach and Inclusivity; and Perception. 
 
This structure is significant for IIRC because it shows that rankings are no longer purely perception-
led. Graduate outcomes, research performance, resource quality, inclusivity, and public perception are 
all part of the institutional story. For admissions and placements, the most directly relevant NIRF 
category is Graduation Outcomes. However, the other categories also matter. Teaching resources affect 
employability. Research and professional practice affect academic reputation. Outreach and inclusivity 
affect student diversity and social legitimacy. Perception affects applications, employer attention, and 
institutional brand. NIRF institutional submissions are particularly valuable because they provide 
structured data on sanctioned intake, admitted students, graduating students, placed students, median 
salaries, higher studies, student strength, economic and social background, research funding, 
consultancy, operational expenditure, capital expenditure, and faculty strength. 
 
For example, IIT Bombay’s NIRF 2025 engineering submission reports sanctioned intake for 2023–24 of 
1,161 seats for UG four-year programmes, 80 for UG five-year programmes, and 1,406 for PG two-year 
programmes. It also reports student strength across UG and PG categories, placement and higher-study 
data, research projects, consultancy, operational expenditure, and faculty details. 
 
NIT Tiruchirappalli’s NIRF 2025 engineering submission reports 2023–24 sanctioned intake of 964 for 
UG four-year programmes and 658 for PG two-year programmes. It reports that for the 2023–24 
graduating UG four-year cohort, 1,029 students graduated in minimum stipulated time, 791 were 
placed, the median salary was INR 14.35 lakh per annum, and 158 students were selected for higher 
studies. For PG two-year programmes in 2023–24, 523 graduated, 472 were placed, the median salary 
was INR 9.50 lakh, and 13 went for higher studies. 
 
IIM Ahmedabad’s NIRF 2025 management submission reports 2023–24 sanctioned intake of 455 for PG 
two-year programmes. For the 2023–24 graduating cohort, it reports 444 graduating students, 434 
placed students, median salary of INR 31 lakh, and 10 students selected for higher studies. 
 
XLRI’s NIRF 2025 management submission reports 2023–24 sanctioned intake of 480 for PG two-year 
programmes. It reports that in 2023–24, 384 students graduated in minimum stipulated time, 382 were 
placed, median salary was INR 28 lakh, and one student was selected for higher studies. 
 
These data points show why admissions and placements are inseparable from ranking strategy. An 
institution cannot improve its outcome indicators at the end of the cycle if it has admitted students into 
weak programmes, failed to provide training and exposure, or neglected employer relations. Similarly, 
it cannot build strong admissions demand if its NIRF and institutional disclosures show weak 
placement performance. For IIRC, this provides an important methodological lesson: any credible 
institutional ranking or audit must examine admissions, retention, graduation, higher studies, 
placements, internships, and median compensation together rather than treating them as isolated data 
points. 
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Admissions Trends 
What Has Changed from the Last Five Years 

 
The admissions environment in India has changed significantly since 2020. The pandemic disrupted 
mobility, family finances, digital learning, and campus confidence. The post-pandemic period restored 
demand but also changed how students evaluate institutions. By 2025 and 2026, students and parents 
increasingly assess institutions through a sharper return-on-education lens. The older admissions 
model was often driven by location, legacy, peer influence, infrastructure, advertisements, and broad 
programme availability. These factors still matter, but they are no longer sufficient. Students now ask 
more direct questions: What is the placement record? What is the median salary, not only the highest 
package? Which companies visit? Are there internships? Are there pre-placement offers? Is the degree 
flexible? Is there AI, data, analytics, finance, design, healthcare, law, or emerging technology 
integration? Can the student pursue higher studies? Does the institution have NIRF visibility, NAAC 
status, UGC compliance, industry partnerships, and credible alumni?  

 
Admissions demand is becoming more outcome-sensitive. 
 
In technical education, programmes linked to Computer Science, Artificial Intelligence, Data Science, 
Electronics, Semiconductors, Cybersecurity, Robotics, Mechanical systems with digital manufacturing, 
and core engineering with strong industry links continue to attract interest. IIT Bombay’s placement 
data confirms that employer demand is visible in Engineering & Technology, IT/Software, Data 
Analytics, Data Science, AI/ML, Product Management, Research & Development, and Finance. This 
reinforces student demand for similar programme areas.  In management education, demand continues 
for MBA and PGDM programmes, but students are differentiating between generic management 
degrees and programmes with strong outcomes in consulting, BFSI, analytics, product, general 
management, consumer goods, operations, and technology-led roles. IIM Ahmedabad’s audited 2025 
placement report shows consulting and BFSI as dominant sectors, with 156 consulting offers and 99 
BFSI offers among 395 accepted offers. This placement pattern influences admissions perception across 
the entire management education market. In private universities, admissions increasingly depend on 
differentiation. A private university cannot rely only on being new, urban, multidisciplinary, or 
infrastructure-rich. It must show credible outcomes. The AISHE structure indicates that private 
unaided institutions represent a large share of institutional supply. This intensifies competition. The 
private institutions that will succeed are those that combine employability, faculty quality, flexible 
curriculum, student experience, internships, and credible disclosures.  
 
State-wise admissions competition is also becoming sharper. Since AISHE identifies six states as 
accounting for more than half of total enrolment, institutions operating in or recruiting from these states 
face both opportunity and crowding. Uttar Pradesh, Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Madhya Pradesh, West 
Bengal, and Rajasthan require differentiated strategies. In southern states, competition may be 
influenced by high private college density, engineering and professional education supply, and 
regional employer ecosystems. In northern and central India, affordability, migration, public university 
competition, and family decision-making may carry higher weight. 
 
The central admissions trend is therefore clear: India is moving from seat-led admissions to confidence-
led admissions. Institutions must no longer ask only, “How many seats can we fill?” They must ask, 
“Why should a student trust this seat?” 
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Placement Trends 
From Final-Year Hiring to Full-Cycle Career Architecture 

 
Placement has changed from a final-year activity to a full-cycle institutional process. The most 
successful institutions no longer begin placement preparation in the last semester. They create a career 
architecture that begins at admission and continues through orientation, skill diagnostics, academic 
planning, internships, projects, alumni mentoring, industry certifications, aptitude preparation, 
communication training, employer mapping, pre-placement offers, and final placements. 
 
IIT Bombay’s 2023–24 official placement report provides an important model. It records 2,414 registered 
students, 1,979 actively participating students, and 1,475 accepted offers. It reports 364 companies 
making offers, 1,650 job offers, 22 accepted offers above INR 1 crore per year, 258 accepted PPOs, 78 
accepted international job offers, average annual CTC of INR 23.50 LPA, and median salary of INR 
17.92 LPA. The report also records that the placement office prepared students through assessments, 
communication-skills preparation, group dynamics, interview skills, aptitude and technical tests, 
alumni mapping, mentoring, and department-level activities. 
 
This is important because it shows that placements are not accidental. They are the result of institutional 
preparation. 
 
The sectoral distribution at IIT Bombay is equally instructive. Engineering & Technology accounted for 
430 selections across 106 companies. IT/Software accounted for 307 selections across 84 companies. 
Consulting accounted for 117 selections across 29 companies. Finance accounted for 113 selections 
across 33 firms. Research & Development accounted for 97 positions. Data Analytics accounted for 78, 
Data Science for 48, Product Management for 20, and AI/ML for 15. These figures show a diversified 
placement economy, not a one-sector dependency. 
 
The salary-band distribution also matters. IIT Bombay’s report shows 558 offers above INR 20 lakh, 230 
offers between INR 16.75 lakh and INR 20 lakh, 227 between INR 14 lakh and INR 16.75 lakh, 161 
between INR 10 lakh and INR 12 lakh, 128 between INR 8 lakh and INR 10 lakh, 68 between INR 6 lakh 
and INR 8 lakh, and 10 between INR 4 lakh and INR 6 lakh. This shows why median salary and salary 
distribution are more meaningful than only the highest package. 
 
Internships are becoming equally important. IIT Bombay reported 1,267 internship offers in 2023–24, 
including 1,177 company offers and 90 university offers. It also reported 300 PPOs received and 258 
accepted. The report notes that PPOs are made after completion of internships. This confirms that 
internships have become a feeder system into final placements. 
 
In management education, IIM Ahmedabad’s audited 2025 IPRS report provides another high-quality 
example. It records 406 students eligible for placements, 395 students who sought placement through 
the institute, and 395 accepted offers. It also records that 11 students did not seek placement through 
the institute, including students choosing entrepreneurship, family business, and placement outside 
campus. The sectoral table shows 156 consulting offers, 99 BFSI offers, 31 FMCG offers, 30 IT offers, 22 
conglomerate offers, and smaller numbers across pharmaceuticals/healthcare, real estate, e-commerce, 
manufacturing, engineering/technology, environment and energy, and other sectors. 
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The salary table in the audited IIM Ahmedabad report shows domestic median fixed yearly cash 
component of INR 25.315 lakh, domestic median total guaranteed cash component of INR 29.30009 
lakh, and domestic median maximum earning potential of INR 34.53 lakh. The combined INR salary 
table reports median total guaranteed cash component of INR 29.50 lakh and median maximum earning 
potential of INR 34.5975 lakh across 395 accepted offers. This level of reporting is valuable because it 
separates fixed cash, one-time cash, total guaranteed cash, and maximum earning potential. It reduces 
ambiguity and improves transparency. 
 
IIM Ahmedabad’s 2026 official placement release adds another current signal. It states that the final 
placement process for the PGP Class of 2026 concluded with all students placed across 26 cohorts. It 
notes lateral placements from January 5 to January 15, 2026, and reports participation across 
technology, banking, finance, consulting, analytics, enterprise technology, artificial intelligence, 
pharmaceuticals, healthcare, renewable energy, greentech, fintech, manufacturing, and infrastructure. 
However, it also states that further details will be published in an audited IPRS report. This is exactly 
how a legally cautious white paper should handle 2026 data: acknowledge official process completion 
and sectoral participation, but avoid final salary claims until the audited report is released. 
 
NIT Tiruchirappalli and XLRI provide strong additional evidence. NIT Tiruchirappalli’s NIRF 2025 
data show 791 UG placements and 472 PG placements in 2023–24. XLRI’s NIRF 2025 data show 382 
placements out of 384 graduating students and a median salary of INR 28 lakh. These figures confirm 
that employability outcomes remain central in both technical and management education. 
 
The placement trend is therefore clear. The future belongs to institutions that can build full-cycle career 
systems rather than last-minute placement drives. 
 
 

Comparative Institutional Snapshot 
IIT Bombay, IIM Ahmedabad, NIT Tiruchirappalli, and XLRI 

 
 
A legally defensible white paper should not mix incomparable data without explanation. Engineering 
institutions and management institutions use different placement cycles, degree durations, salary 
formats, student profiles, and reporting conventions. Therefore, the following comparison uses only 
official source categories and avoids artificial uniformity. 
 
IIT Bombay 
IIT Bombay’s NIRF 2025 engineering submission reports 2023–24 sanctioned intake of 1,161 in UG four-
year programmes, 80 in UG five-year programmes, and 1,406 in PG two-year programmes. Its NIRF 
placement data for UG four-year programmes show that for 2023–24, 990 students graduated in 
minimum stipulated time, 731 were placed, the median salary was INR 19.61 lakh, and 259 students 
were selected for higher studies. For PG two-year programmes, 851 graduated, 552 were placed, 
median salary was INR 15.40 lakh, and 286 were selected for higher studies. 
 
The separate official IIT Bombay 2023–24 placement report provides broader placement-office data 
across programmes. It records 1,475 accepted offers, 258 accepted PPOs, 78 international job offers 
accepted, median salary of INR 17.92 LPA, and average CTC of INR 23.50 LPA. It also records 
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diversified demand across Engineering & Technology, IT/Software, Consulting, Finance, R&D, Data 
Analytics, Data Science, Product Management, AI/ML, Design, and Education. 
 
The institutional lesson is that IIT Bombay’s placement strength is not only due to brand. It is due to a 
combination of student selectivity, programme depth, recruiter diversity, internships, department-level 
preparation, and strong technical-market alignment. 
 
IIM Ahmedabad 
IIM Ahmedabad’s NIRF 2025 management submission reports 2023–24 sanctioned intake of 455 for PG 
two-year programmes. For 2023–24, 444 students graduated in minimum stipulated time, 434 were 
placed, median salary was INR 31 lakh, and 10 students went for higher studies. 
 
Its audited 2025 IPRS placement report provides deeper transparency. It records 406 eligible students, 
395 who sought placement through the institute, and 395 accepted offers. Consulting accounted for 156 
offers and BFSI for 99. The combined salary table reports median total guaranteed cash of INR 29.50 
lakh and median maximum earning potential of INR 34.5975 lakh. 
 
The IIM Ahmedabad 2026 official placement release states that the PGP Class of 2026 final placement 
process concluded with all students placed across 26 cohorts, with participation across consulting, 
finance, technology, analytics, enterprise technology and AI, pharmaceuticals and healthcare, 
manufacturing, greentech, and other sectors. It also states that further details will be published in an 
audited IPRS report. This confirms continued placement resilience but requires caution until final 
audited compensation data are released. The institutional lesson is that transparency strengthens 
credibility. IPRS-style audited placement reporting should be considered a benchmark for outcome 
reporting in Indian management education. 
 
NIT Tiruchirappalli 
NIT Tiruchirappalli’s NIRF 2025 engineering submission reports 2023–24 sanctioned intake of 964 for 
UG four-year programmes and 658 for PG two-year programmes. For UG four-year programmes, it 
reports 1,029 graduating students, 791 placed students, median salary of INR 14.35 lakh, and 158 
students selected for higher studies. For PG two-year programmes, it reports 523 graduating students, 
472 placed students, median salary of INR 9.50 lakh, and 13 students selected for higher studies. The 
institutional lesson is that NITs remain critical to India’s technical workforce. Their outcomes are 
strongly influenced by national reputation, engineering depth, regional industry networks, public trust, 
and recruiter confidence. NITs also demonstrate why public technical institutions remain central to 
India’s employability architecture beyond the IIT system. 
 
 
XLRI – Xavier School of Management 
XLRI’s NIRF 2025 management submission reports 2023–24 sanctioned intake of 480 for PG two-year 
programmes. It reports total actual student strength of 799 in the PG two-year category. For 2023–24, 
384 students graduated in minimum stipulated time, 382 were placed, the median salary was INR 28 
lakh, and one student was selected for higher studies. The institutional lesson is that premier private 
and autonomous management institutions remain highly competitive when they combine strong brand 
trust, employer relationships, programme focus, alumni credibility, and professional education culture. 
XLRI’s NIRF outcomes show strong placement conversion and high median compensation, reinforcing 
the importance of outcome-based differentiation in private higher education. 
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The New Admissions-Placement Parameters for Institutional Assessment 
 
For IIRC, the future of institutional evaluation should include a structured admissions-placement 
framework. The following parameters are recommended for future white papers, institutional audits, 
AAA reports, and rankings. 
 
1. Admissions Demand Strength 
This parameter should measure applications, eligible applications, confirmed admissions, admitted-
student quality, conversion rate, regional diversity, gender diversity, social diversity, and programme-
wise demand. A high-quality institution is not one that fills seats at any cost. It is one that attracts 
students aligned with the programme’s academic demands and career pathways. 
 
2. Sanctioned Intake versus Actual Admissions 
Sanctioned intake must be compared with actual admitted students. NIRF disclosures show the 
importance of this measure. In elite public institutions, actual admissions may reflect policy-linked seat 
structures, supernumerary categories, and programme design. In private institutions, under-filled 
sanctioned intake may indicate weak demand, pricing mismatch, poor location strategy, or inadequate 
outcomes. 
 
3. Programme Portfolio Relevance 
Institutions should assess whether their programmes reflect national and regional employment 
demand. AI, Data Science, Analytics, Electronics, Semiconductors, Healthcare Informatics, 
Sustainability, Finance, Design, Law-Tech, Digital Business, and Advanced Manufacturing are 
increasingly relevant. However, adding trendy programme names without faculty, laboratories, 
curriculum, internships, and employer links creates reputational risk. 
 
4. Curriculum Flexibility and Credit Mobility 
UGC’s curriculum framework places emphasis on flexibility, multidisciplinarity, multiple entry and 
exit, major-minor structures, internships, and credit mobility. Institutions should be assessed on 
whether these reforms are operational or merely documented. 
 
5. Retention and Progression 
Admissions quality cannot be assessed only at entry. Institutions must track first-year retention, 
semester progression, backlog rates, academic support, counselling support, and graduation in 
minimum stipulated time. Weak retention is a hidden cost of poor admissions alignment. 
 
6. Internship Intensity 
Internships are now a critical employability bridge. Institutions should track paid internships, credit-
bearing internships, research internships, industry projects, social internships, government internships, 
startup internships, and virtual internships. IIT Bombay’s data show how internships can feed into 
PPOs and final placements. 
 
 
7. PPO Conversion 
Pre-placement offers are a strong signal of employer confidence. Institutions should track PPOs 
received, PPOs accepted, PPOs declined, sector distribution, stipend levels, and relation to internship 
performance. 
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8. Placement Participation and Placement Conversion 
Institutions should distinguish between total graduating students, eligible students, students seeking 
placement, active participants, students placed, students opting for higher studies, entrepreneurs, 
family business entrants, and students who do not seek placement. IIM Ahmedabad’s audited report 
provides a useful model for such clarity. 
 
9. Median Salary and Salary Distribution 
Highest package should not be the headline metric for institutional quality. Median salary, salary 
distribution, role quality, sector mix, and fixed versus variable compensation are more credible 
indicators. IIM Ahmedabad’s audited separation of fixed yearly cash, total guaranteed cash, and 
maximum earning potential is a best-practice model. 
 
10. Higher Studies and Research Progression 
Not all strong outcomes are placements. IIT Bombay’s NIRF disclosure shows significant numbers 
entering higher studies. Institutions with research-intensive profiles must value higher studies, Ph.D. 
progression, fellowships, patents, and research careers as legitimate graduate outcomes. 
 
11. Employer Diversity 
An institution dependent on a small number of recruiters is vulnerable. Strong institutions show 
diversity across sectors, roles, geographies, company types, and recruitment formats. 
 
12. Outcome Transparency 
Institutions should publish placement methodology, student classification, compensation definitions, 
role categories, sectoral distribution, and audit status. Non-transparent placement claims create legal 
and reputational risk. 
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Private Universities 
From Capacity Growth to Outcome Differentiation 

 
Private universities and private unaided colleges now represent a major part of India’s institutional 
supply. AISHE data show the scale of private participation. However, private supply alone does not 
guarantee student demand. 
 
The next stage of private higher education will be defined by differentiation. Institutions that rely only 
on infrastructure, celebrity events, generic brochures, and broad course menus will face pressure. 
Institutions that build credible employability ecosystems will gain. 
 
Private universities have certain advantages. They can often launch new programmes faster than 
traditional public systems. They can create interdisciplinary schools, industry partnerships, flexible 
curricula, international collaborations, design studios, entrepreneurship centres, and technology-
enabled student services. They can align programme design with emerging labour markets. They can 
invest in admissions analytics and student experience. 
 
However, they also face challenges. Private education is often more expensive. Families expect visible 
return on investment. Students compare private university fees with public university legitimacy. 
Employers may differentiate strongly between established brands and newer institutions. Regulatory 
compliance, faculty recruitment, research credibility, and placement claims are scrutinised more 
closely. 
 
For private universities, the admissions-placement loop is therefore existential. If placements are weak, 
admissions become discount-driven. If admissions are discount-driven, student quality may become 
uneven. If student quality is uneven and academic support is weak, placements weaken further. This 
creates a negative loop. 
 
The positive loop is also possible. A private university that builds strong industry-linked programmes, 
invests in faculty and labs, tracks student performance from year one, embeds internships, publishes 
transparent outcomes, and builds alumni trust can improve admissions quality year after year. 
By 2031, the private universities that succeed will be those that can prove outcomes. The language of 
“world-class campus” will be less persuasive than evidence of student success. 
 

 

Artificial Intelligence, Employability, and the Next Admissions Wave 
 
 

AI is not simply a new programme category. It is becoming a cross-cutting force in higher education. 
AI affects curriculum, pedagogy, assessment, research, administration, student support, admissions 
analytics, placement preparation, and labour-market demand. 
 
AICTE’s declaration of 2025 as the Year of Artificial Intelligence signals the importance of AI in 
technical and higher education. AICTE’s document emphasises AI adoption across higher and technical 
education, bridging the skill gap between industry and academia, connecting students with industry, 
skill development, internships and jobs, AI curriculum, faculty training, AI labs, AI career pathways, 
and ethical AI use. 



 
Published by India Institutional Research Consortium (IIRC) 

IIRC | Research. Policy. Impact 

 
This has direct admissions implications. Students are increasingly attracted to programmes that visibly 
connect with AI, data science, machine learning, analytics, automation, robotics, fintech, healthcare 
informatics, and smart manufacturing. But institutions must be careful. AI branding without academic 
depth can damage trust. An AI programme requires qualified faculty, computing infrastructure, 
industry projects, ethical frameworks, datasets, laboratories, interdisciplinary applications, and 
placement pathways.  AI also affects placements. Employers will increasingly expect graduates to 
understand AI tools, data interpretation, automation workflows, prompt-based systems, responsible 
AI, cybersecurity, analytics, and domain-specific applications. Even non-technical graduates will need 
AI literacy. Management students will need AI for decision-making, operations, marketing, finance, 
HR, consulting, and strategy. Law students will need legal-tech and AI governance. Design students 
will need generative design literacy. Medical and allied health students will need data and diagnostics 
awareness. Commerce students will need fintech and analytics. Humanities students will need digital 
research and communication tools.  
 
The admissions-placement loop will therefore be reshaped by AI. Students will prefer institutions that 
make them employable in an AI-enabled economy. Employers will prefer institutions that prepare 
students responsibly. Regulators will expect ethical and quality frameworks. Ranking systems will 
increasingly examine digital readiness and outcomes. The institutional question is not whether AI 
should be added. The question is how AI can be integrated without compromising academic integrity, 
ethics, human capability, and disciplinary foundations. 
 

 
Research, Innovation, and Professional Practice as Placement Multipliers 

 
 
Research and innovation are often viewed as separate from admissions and placements. In reality, they 
are increasingly connected. NIRF includes Research and Professional Practice as a major ranking 
category. Institutional submissions capture sponsored research, consultancy projects, executive 
development, and professional engagement. These are not only research indicators. They also indicate 
external trust. When industry funds research, consults faculty, supports labs, hires interns, and returns 
for placements, the institution’s academic credibility and placement strength reinforce one another. 
 
IIT Bombay’s NIRF 2025 submission records large sponsored research and consultancy activity. IIM 
Ahmedabad’s NIRF 2025 submission records consultancy projects and executive development 
programmes. XLRI’s NIRF 2025 submission records executive development activity and consultancy 
projects. NIT Tiruchirappalli’s NIRF submission also records research and consultancy data. This 
matters because employers increasingly value institutions that engage with real problems. A strong 
research and consultancy ecosystem improves faculty relevance, student projects, industry exposure, 
and institutional reputation. It also provides admissions credibility. Students and families increasingly 
ask whether the institution has active research, innovation centres, incubators, industry projects, 
patents, startups, consulting work, and global collaborations. 
 
By 2031, the strongest Indian HEIs will not be teaching shops alone. They will be knowledge ecosystems 
where admissions, teaching, research, innovation, industry engagement, internships, placements, 
entrepreneurship, and alumni networks operate together. 
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Scenarios for 2031 
Three Possible Futures for Indian HEIs 

 
Scenario One: Expansion Without Transformation 
In this scenario, India continues to increase higher education access, but many institutions fail to align 
curriculum, skills, internships, and placements. Seats expand, but graduate outcomes remain uneven. 
Generic degrees multiply. Placement claims become inflated. Students and families become more 
sceptical. Institutions without differentiation face under-enrolment, fee pressure, and reputational 
erosion.  
 

This is the risk scenario. 
 
 
Scenario Two: Compliance-Led Reform 
In this scenario, institutions adopt NEP, UGC, ABC, FYUGP, and NCrF requirements on paper. They 
revise syllabi, rename programmes, add credits, create minor structures, and mention internships. 
However, implementation remains administrative rather than strategic. Students experience more 
course options but not necessarily better learning or employability. Placements improve only 
marginally.  
 

This is the moderate scenario. 
 
 
Scenario Three: Outcome-Led Transformation 
In this scenario, institutions use policy reform to redesign the entire student journey. Admissions are 
mapped to programme-market fit. Students receive diagnostics in year one. Curriculum includes 
discipline depth, minors, projects, internships, digital skills, communication, ethics, and industry 
exposure. Placement teams work with deans. Employers co-create projects. Outcome data are audited 
and transparent. Alumni become mentors. Research informs teaching. AI is integrated responsibly. 
Institutions publish median salary, placement participation, higher-study progression, internship 
intensity, and sectoral outcomes. 
 

This is the leadership scenario. 
India needs the third scenario. 
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Board-Level Recommendations for HEI Leadership 
 

The admissions-placement loop must become a board-level agenda. It cannot remain only with 
admissions teams and placement departments. 
 

i. First, every institution should create an annual programme viability review. This should 
compare sanctioned intake, applications, admitted students, retention, graduation, placements, 
higher studies, employer demand, faculty availability, and financial contribution for each 
programme. 

 
ii. Second, every institution should publish outcome dashboards. These should include median 

salary, placement rate among eligible and seeking students, higher studies, internships, PPOs, 
sector distribution, role categories, and employer diversity. 

 
iii. Third, placement preparation should begin in the first year. Aptitude, communication, digital 

skills, domain projects, internships, professional behaviour, and career counselling must be 
embedded across the academic lifecycle. 

 
iv. Fourth, admissions counselling must be honest. Institutions should avoid inflated placement 

claims, misleading highest-package advertising, and unverifiable company-logo marketing. 
Legally defensible admissions require transparent and traceable claims. 

 
v. Fifth, curriculum committees should include labour-market intelligence. New programmes 

should be approved only after analysing employer demand, faculty capacity, infrastructure, 
internship pathways, regulatory feasibility, and student demand. 

 
vi. Sixth, institutions should adopt audited placement reporting wherever possible. Management 

institutions can learn from the IPRS model. Technical institutions can improve reporting by 
separating registered students, active participants, placed students, higher studies, 
entrepreneurship, and non-seeking students. 

 
vii. Seventh, private universities should invest in trust architecture. This includes accreditation, 

NIRF participation, transparent disclosures, alumni evidence, industry advisory boards, 
research projects, internships, and student support. 

 
viii. Eighth, institutions should align AI adoption with ethics and employability. AI should not be 

treated as a marketing label. It should be integrated into curriculum, faculty development, 
student projects, research, governance, and responsible use policies. 

 
ix. Ninth, institutions should strengthen regional employer ecosystems. Not every institution can 

become IIT Bombay or IIM Ahmedabad. But every institution can become a strong regional 
talent provider if it aligns with local industries, state priorities, MSMEs, hospitals, courts, 
schools, manufacturing clusters, IT parks, public systems, and startups. 
 

x. Tenth, governing bodies should treat admissions and placements as institutional risk indicators. 
Weak admissions and weak placements are early warning signals. They indicate the need for 
strategic correction before reputational decline becomes irreversible. 
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Admissions and Placements 
The Operating System of the Modern HEI 

 
 
Indian higher education is no longer standing at the edge of reform. It is already inside the reform 
decade. 
 
The evidence is visible in national data, regulatory documents, institutional disclosures, and placement 
reports. AISHE shows the scale of enrolment expansion and the continuing challenge of access. NIRF 
shows the growing importance of outcomes, research, inclusivity, resources, and perception. UGC’s 
curriculum and credit frameworks show the policy shift towards flexibility, multidisciplinarity, 
mobility, and internships. AICTE’s 2025 AI direction shows the urgency of preparing students for an 
AI-enabled economy. IIT Bombay, IIM Ahmedabad, NIT Tiruchirappalli, and XLRI show that the 
strongest institutions are those where admissions quality, academic structure, industry engagement, 
internships, and placements reinforce one another. 
 

 The central lesson is simple but profound. 
 

 Admissions are not merely about filling classrooms. 
 

 Placements are not merely about closing the final semester. 
 
Admissions represent the trust that students and families place in an institution at the beginning of the 
educational journey. Placements represent the validation of that trust at the end of the journey. Between 
the two lies the full responsibility of the institution: teaching, mentoring, curriculum, assessment, 
internships, research, industry engagement, ethics, inclusion, support, and governance. The HEI of the 
future will be judged by its ability to honour this trust. 
 
The next five years will separate institutions that merely operate from institutions that truly deliver. 
Some will continue to count seats. Others will count outcomes. Some will market programmes. Others 
will build pathways. Some will advertise highest packages. Others will publish transparent median 
outcomes. Some will comply with reform. Others will use reform to transform. 
 
By 2031, India’s leading higher education institutions will be those that convert aspiration into learning, 
learning into capability, capability into opportunity, and opportunity into social and economic 
mobility. 
 
For IIRC, this creates a clear mandate. Institutional rankings and audits must move beyond surface 
visibility and evaluate the real operating strength of an institution. Admissions, retention, curriculum 
relevance, internships, placements, higher studies, research, inclusivity, and transparency must be 
studied together. A credible ranking ecosystem must reward institutions that create measurable student 
value and discourage institutions that rely on unverifiable claims. 
 
India’s higher education future will not be secured by expansion alone. It will be secured by credible 
outcomes. 
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Admissions and placements are therefore not two departments inside a university. 
 
They are the operating system of the modern Higher Education Institution. 
They determine institutional confidence. 
They determine student trust. 
They determine employer belief. 
They determine ranking strength. 
They determine social legitimacy. 
 
And increasingly, they will determine which institutions lead India’s higher education transformation 
and which institutions are left behind. 
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