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Abstract

This study employs the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) to comparatively analyze the differences
between traditional scales and exponential scales in calculating the weights of elements in college
students’ field practice activities. The findings reveal that exponential scales significantly enhance
the weight discrimination of core elements through nonlinear transformations. Results indicate
that internship safety, practicality, and pre-practice education emerge as decisive factors for prac-
tice quality under exponential scales, while innovation, social impact, and ideological-political ed-
ucation exhibit significantly lower weights compared to traditional scales. By amplifying the weight
gap between safety and non-safety elements to strengthen policy response capacity, exponential
scales prove more suitable for safety-sensitive scenarios such as field practices. The research
demonstrates the scientific superiority of exponential scales in complex evaluations. It is recom-
mended that universities prioritize the allocation of safety and practicality resources, refine social
value orientation through scale-weight adjustments, and promote the evolution of practical educa-
tion systems toward a “safety-education-innovation” collaborative model.
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Table 3. Index judgment matrix
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